THE HYDERABAD LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
Monday, 14 th September, 1953. 

The House met at Two of the Clock. 

[Me. Speaker ix the Chair] 

Questions and Answers 
(See Part I) 

Motion for Adjounment re : Epidemic of Cholera in 
the State of Hydarabad 

Mr. Speaker : I have reeieved the notice of a Motion for 
Adjournment, which reads thus : 

“ I hereby give notice of a motion under Rule No. 99 
of the Hyderabad Legislative Assembly Rules for adjourn- 
ment of the business of the Assembly for the purpose of dis- 
cussing a definite matter of urgent public importance. 

‘Since April 1953, Hyderabad State is completely 
in the grip of cholera. This epidemic appeared in the 
month of April 1953 in the District Nalgonda and spread 
like a wild fire in all the Districts of the State one after another. 
Still it is playing havocs in the rural sides of the State 
specially on either side of the river Maner in Karimnagar 
district. Thousands of attacks and hundreds of deaths 
are taking place daily. The Government comes put with 
the monthly press notes that this epidemic is under 
control with false figures either under-estimating the danger 
to whitewash the seriousness of the situation. 

The ordinary measures so far taken are not only 
unsatisfactory and unhelpful but they are Insufficient to 
meet out the State-wide situation. Tim figures given by the 
Government are completely gross and under-estimated. 
I can specially challenge the figures of the Karimnagar 
district where more than 1,000 deaths took plane within 
one month. More than once, wea p p ro ac he d fcbg Gov e r nment 
by telegganqPS Ap d by hrW 
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and urgent nature to be discussed immediately in the 
Assembly, specially the break-up of cholera in Sultanabad 
and Sircilla taluqs, Karimnagar district, which is still 
continuing.”' 

In the notice it has been stated that steps have been taken 
by Government, but they are quite unsatisfactory and un- 
helpful. It is also said that the outbreak of cholera has started 
since April 1953. Under our Rules, this matter could be raised 
by a special resolution. It has not been done, when, there 
was sufficient opportunity to do so. Moreover, the .wording 
of the Motion is rather vague ; it says : ‘Thousands of attacks 
and hundreds of deaths,’ etc. In view of these, I hold that 
the Adjournment Motion is not in order and I, therefore, can- 
not give my consent to it. 

La* k-/’ cry - y /Lr 1 - 

(State wide Cholera ) & Is ** y*-* 
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* 5&ri F .Z>. Deshpande : Mr. Speaker, Sir, It has be® 
stated in the Adjournment Motion that in the Taluks of 
Sultanabad and Sircilla, cholera has broken *out and is still 
continuing. I personally know this and had. brought this te 
tine notice of the concerned hon. Minister, iWe find th$ 
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the epidemic is still spreading. So, it is not only of recent 
recurrence, but is also still continuing in many parts of the 
State, especially in the taluks of Sircilla and Sultanabad. 
Regarding the urgency of the matter, it is obvious that prac- 
tically major motion of the State is affected by this epidemic. 
Further, the normal administrative methods have tailed to 
curb the spread of cholera. In this connection, we have 
given a report to the concerned Minister, and he has told us 
that the staff available are not in a position to bring under 
control this epidemic that has broken out everywhere. 


Under the circumstances, .it is absolutely necessary that 
the House should discuss, such a matter which is affecting 1 the 
life of not only hundreds of persons, but thousands of per- 
sons all over the State. Earlier when an Adjournment Mo- 
tion regarding hailstorm was brought before the House, you; 
Sir, had permitted that matter to be discussed, and it* has 
had its own effect in giving relief to the affected people. As 
this matter affects the whole State, and particularly the Dis- 
trict of Karimnagar, and is of recent occurrence and great 
urgency, I feel that the Motion should be admitted and dis- 
cussed and the Minister concerned should satisfy the House 
that adequate measures have been already taken and, if neces- 
sary, special measures will be taken. 

Mr. Speaker .* If the hon. Member wants that- this matter 
should be discussed, can he not bring it in the form of a resolu- 
tion? Of course, adequate relief measures may be taken by the 
Government when an epidemic spreads, but it has been held by 
the various Legislatures in several cases that on such matters 
the Government have no control. • However in this regard 
this matter can be discussed by moving a resolution in this 
regard. Rule No. 101 (9) may however be referred to : 

“ the motion, must not deal with a matter on which a 

resolution can be moved”. * 

As how I have already given my ruling in this regard, .. . 

Shri V. D. Deshpande : Am I to understand that you will 
be permitting a special resolution on this subject, because 
there is the question of balloting and so on. If yp^..qSsp« 
that a resolution, with your kind permission, can.be bacought 
forward at* any time, that I have no objection- 
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Mr. Speaker : The hon. Member is aware that no such 
assurance can be given. 


Shri V. D. Deshpande : This is not a question of party poli- 
tics. This is a problem which is affecting the lives of thousands 
of people and we want that we should seriously think of the 
problem. That is the intention. 


Consideration of the Report of the Privileges Committee 
on Hhe Bhujanga Reddy Case.' 

Mr. Speaker : Now we shall go on to the next item on the 
agenda. We shall take up the Bhujanga Reddy Case, because* 
the consideration of that report which was taken up yesterday 
was not concluded. 


Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : ‘ Bhujanga Reddy Case ’ stands 
at item -No. 3 in the agenda. 

Mr. Speaker : Anyhow we shall take that first. There 
are two amendments. Who will move the first amendment, 
Shri Muthiah or Shri Ch. Venkatrama Rao ? 


Shri Ch. Venkatrama Rao : I will move my amendment. 
Sir, I beg to move : 

“ In line 6 of paragraph 3 of page 1 of the Report, delete 
the words beginning from “his statement” and ending with 
‘ ‘cross-examination 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : Before the Speaker allows the 
amendment, t have a few observations to make in connection 
with the allowing of the amendment itself. 

Jfr. Sptdher ; The hon. Member may refer to Rule 
No. JK86. ' 

SMSkprt Ska Ekbote: The second amendment has 
not been moved as yet. I will try to discuss both 
fee aMRfttfeaexxts because my objection, which is in the nature 
«f ■* ftifeNttetary one, refers to both types of amendments. 
Hm 4»jt : *:mmdjHKni is with regard 1 bo. a question of fact: 

I'lUt both eempteinsasts were give»#ull opportu- 

nity for cross-eaBMSiinaltior^ of Sbujeaga Reddy’s ostaises»e»4 
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That is the first amendment and the second amend- 
ment by is Shri K. Venkatrama Rao that , the Bhujanga 
Reddy case should be recommitted to the Privileges Com- 
mittee. I wish to invite your attention, Sir, to page 136 of 
May’s Parliamentary Practice. 

Mr. Speaker : We shall consider only the first amend- 
ment. 

I 

Shri Copal Rao Ekbote : It refers clearly to a question of 
fact: whether opportunity was sufficiently given to the com- 
plainant or not. As far as questions of facts are concerned 
’ I wish to clearly state before the House that sufficient and 
ample opportunity was given to both of them. The Com- 
mittee is in possession of two notices which were issued to them. 

Mr. Speaker : This sort of discussion may take place 
only if the amendment is allowed. What is the preliminary 
objection? 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : My objection is that no amend- 
ment can be tabled to a motion presenting the report of the 
Privileges Committee, particularly with regard to a ques- 
tion of fact. I will go a step further and say that even a 
question of law decided by the Privileges Committee cannot 
be discussed by the House because the House does not sit as 
an appelate authority over the Privileges Committee. The 
House has got the right to inflict punishment, but it has 
either to agree with the report of the Committee or reject it 
in toto. There is no question of moving any amendment at 
all and for that purpose I shall invite your attention to page 
138 of May’s Parliamentary Practice, wherein the procedure 
which is normally followed in the House in cases where the 
Privileges Committee has suggested that no action is called for 
is stated. 

“A motion that the report of a committee oil a matter 
of privilege be now taken into consideration or a substantive 
motion expressing the agreement or disagreement the 
House with the report will be accorded the priority assigned 
to a matter*^? privilege unless there has been ifflMhte'CKliqr- 
in bringing it forward. A Member will not be held to have de- 
layed 'TOKkfrf if he waits until the report of, and the minutes 
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of the evidence taken before, the committee have been print- 
ed and circulated. When a report has been appointed for 
consideration on a future day, it will be given priority as a 
matter of privilege on the day so appointed. 

Procedure on reports where no further action is requir- 
ed : If the committee reports that no breach of privilege of 
the House has been committed, no further proceedings are 
usually taken in refernce to the report. 

In two instances, however, where the Committee of 
Privileges reported that no breach of privileges of the House' 
had been committed, the House resolved that it agreed with 
the Committee in their report”. 

Here two kinds of motions are contemplated, as soon 
as the report of the Committee comes before the House : the 
House agreed with it without any substantive motion being 
brought before the House and in the history of the House of 
Commons, there are only two instances where the House 
went into such a question and agreed that the report be tabled 
as a substantive motion. This is absolutely necessary even to 
table a substantive motion. Our rules require that either the 
Chairman of the Commitee of Privileges or any Member in 
his absence could move a motion that the report should be 
taken into consideration. When the report is taken into consider- 
ation, the report is always admitted, accepted and agreed to and 
if the House is not inclined to agree, it can reject it complete- 
ly. But no substantive motiom can be brought before the 
House that a question of law or a question of fact mentioned 
in the report be amended. After referring to May’s Parlia- 
mentary Practice I can now say confidently that there is not 
even a single instance in the history of the House of Commons 
where an amendment was allowed with regard to a question of 
law orfaet pertaining the report of thePrivileges Committee.The 
only two instances where a substantive motiom to agree with the 
Teport was brought I have already placed before the House 
and even there the motion was agreed to. I therefore request 
yon, Sit, to disallow this amendment. 

—cs** *-&' ***• tSJi; Jhilj -jj 
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“Any member may give notice of an amendment to the 
motion for consideration of the report referred to in rule 225 
in such form as may be considered appropriate by the Speaker ” 
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“Any member may give notice of an amendment to the 
motion for consideration of the report referred to in Rule 225 
in such form as may be considered appropriate by the Speak- 
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Sfen M. iS. Rajalingam : While agreeing with the hon. 
Chief Minister with regard to the deletion he referred I would 
like to draw your attention to Rule 226 of the Assembly Rules, 
particularly, the second part, which runs as follows : 

m * „ 

“Provided* that an amendment may be moved that the 
question be recommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter/* - 

p-n— 2 
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Here, I would emphasize the three words “ any particular 
matter In the light of this the amendment, which is as 
follows should be studied. 

“It is the opinion of the Assembly that the Report of the 
Committee on Privileges on “The Bhujanga Reddy’s 
Case ” be recommitted to the Committee for further 
investigation and to examine from the point of view 
of ‘ an indignity offered to all members in general.” 

My contention is that when we have referred any matter 
to the Committee on Privileges, we cannot dictate to them 
and ask them to view the matter from this or that parti- 
cular point of view, as such a thing would amount to dictating 
things. That is an improper way and if the matter is 
viewed in this light, the amendment which has been given 
notice of will not come within the purview and meaning of 
the words ‘any particular matter’ used in the Rule. 

Mr. Speaker : The amendment has not yet been 
moved and so there can be no discussion on it. 

Shri M. S. Rajalingam : I do not want to discuss 
further. I just wanted to bring this point to your notice 
as reference to it had already been made 

Mr. Speaker : The only thing is this : Rule 226 is quite 
clear, particularly the proviso. 

jjl> S X- (m) djj U"! uy 

- oj - £_)>& L 

“Provided that an amendment may be moved that the 
question be recommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter.” 

ffcte' | S O'! uy aj L ^ A> 

tfixy kvS'i Sj (J" jji-j yj* «£***&** jf\ - 

*i i£*j) ( Recommit to the Committee ) 
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Shri K. Ananth Ramarao : I beg to move : 

. “ That it is the opinion of the Assembly thalfthe Report of 

the Committee on Privileges on ‘The Bhujanga Reddy Cape’ 
be recommitted to the Committee for further iAvestigatio*) 
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and to examine from the point of view of “an indignityoffered 
to all members in general.” 

j, j JT, ^ »• (jy tSjV 

crs- Je ^ A. oy r wf ^ uv 

3/r. Speaker : Does the hon. Member want to give the 
Committee particular directions that it must examine it from 
this or that point of view ? 

Does the hon. member desire to say : 

‘ Recommitted to the committee for further investigation.’ 

? oi* 1 Oi{- J»Vii I 4 j \.f 

- ol( - Jlj f|j 

- <£?? *}} t^ ! v' -jSw«| JL. 

iSAn Ananth Rama Rao : 

“ That it is the opinion of the Assembly that the Report of 
the Committee on Privileges on 4 The Bhujanga Reddy Case ’ 
be recommitted to the Committee for further investigation”. 

_j* ( Move )j>‘ v' -u _ 

*Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : I have got a preliminary objec- 
tion for the moving of this amendment. I submit that np 
permission to move this amendment can be granted. I wish 
to invite your attention to rule 226. This Rule does not 
allow every kind of amendment. Rule 226 reads: 

“ Any member may give notice of an amendment to 
the motion for consideration of the report referred to in 
Rule 225 in such form as may be considered appropriate by 
the Speaker”: 

Any amendment that may be moved can therefore be 
to the motion for consideration of the report, which, having 
been moved by me, is now before the House for consideration, 
and amendment should be to that motion and cannot betp 
the report. Any amendment can, if moved, relate only 
that substantive motion and not to tfee report- 
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That is the important point which obviously we are missing 
from the outset. There does not arise any question of bringing 
in an amendment to the report submitted by the Committee. 
If the hon. Member wants to move an amendment, obvious- 
ly it must relate to the motion for consideration of the report 
moved by me. Another objection which I wish to take is 
this: the proviso does not refer to all kinds of cases of breach of 
privilege. As it reads, the proviso says : 

“ Provided that an amendment may be moved that 
the question be re-committed to the Committee either 
without limitation or with reference to any particular matter.” 

If read cursorily, it reads as if every kind of breach 
of privilege or every report submitted by the Committee on 
Privileges could be recommitted to the Committee either with- 
out limitation or with reference to any particular matter. 
For argument’s sake I may be allowed to treat this particular 
amendment as an amendment to the motion which I have 
moved for consideration of the report submitted by me. If 
we refer to page 148 of May’s Parliamentary Practice, we find 
that the question of recommitting the report arises only with 
regard to such kinds of breach of privileges committed in view 
of any other Committee which is not a Privileges Committee 
or either in view of the House itself. I may draw your atten- 
tion, Sir, to the variety of breaches of privileges which occur 
in the House. A breach of privilege may occur either in 
view of the House when it is transacting a particular busi- 
ness or in view of a Committee which is constituted by the 
House. 

In such cases, every committee constituted by the 
House or the House itself has the power to punish the offend- 
ers responsible for committing the breach of privi- 
lege. If it is committed in the view of this House, when the 
House is sitting, the House can immediately take cognizance 
of it and punish the offender here and now. But if the breach 
of privilege has occurred in the view of the Committee, i.e., 
a Select Committee or any other Committee constituted by 
this honourable House, for instance, if a witness who is called 
to give evidence either behaves in a manner which constitutes 
a breach of privilege or refuses to attend the Committe 
and give evidence — there may be several other cases which 
may involve breach of privilege- 
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such a Committee (the Select Committee) is authorised to 
submit a special report to the House with regard to these 
kinds of breaches of privileges. The question of recom- 
mittal arises only in such cases when a Select Committee, 
which is not a Committee on Privileges, submits a special re- 
port to the House for taking the breach of privilege into con- 
sideration, but not in respect of cases which are referred to the 
Committee oh privileges. It is natural that a Select 
committee in whose view the breach of privilege has 
occurred, may have no time to go into questions of facts or 
questions of law, because that committee is not constituted for 
the purpose of considering breaches of privilege, though 
breach of privilege can occur before such Committee. So, 
the Committee makes a special report to the House and then 
the House has got two alternatives, (1) either to 
send the case to the Committee on Privileges or 
(2) send it back to the same Committee to try the whole issue 
as a Special Committee on Privileges but only for that parti- 
cular breach of privilege. In this connection I may be allow- 
ed to read paragraph 4 on page 146 of May’s Parliamentary 
practice : 

“ According to present usage in the Commons, however, 
reports from Select Committees' ’ — these particular words 
should be considered very carefully — “ when presented are 
ordered as of course to lie upon the table. Thereafter 
procedure upon such reports is the same as that upon 
reports from the Committee of Privileges (see p. 136)”. — the 
page which I had read out. 

“ Any member may bring a Report of this description 
before the House, but it is usual to leave this duty to the 
Chairman of the Committee. 

Upon consideration of the report, the parties implicated 
may be Ordered to attend the House, or the report may be 
referred to the consideration of a select Committee, or referred 
back to ths committee with an instfliction to inquire into the 
circumstances of the case.” 

This is not a committee on privileges ; it is a Committee 
from where the report has originated and before whom the 
breach of privilege has occurred. The Committee on Privi- 
leges is constituted for the whole term of the session and it 
is entitled to hear all the facts, etc. and submit a report to 
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the House in respect of all cases of breach of privilege which 
occur either before the House or before the Committee on 
Privileges or any other Committee. The Committee re- 
ferred to above at page 146 of May’s Parliamentary Practice 
is a particular Committee and a particular procedure is laid 
down. Let the hon. Members go through the whole of May’s 
Parliamentary Practice or even the journals of House of Lords ; 
they will not find a single case where the Committee on 
Privileges had submitted a report and a motion of substan- 
tive nature was passed by the House that the same be sent 
back to the Committee on Privileges with certain in- 
structions or directions from the House. A definite distinc- 
tion has got to be made between a Committee on Privileges 
and Select Committee. We are missing the difference 
between these two Committees ; and that is why the whole 
confusion has arisen. 

As I stated just now, the Committee on Privileges is 
specially constituted for the whole term of the session and 
any case which relates to a breach of privilege is chosen to 
be referred by the House to the Committee on Privileges and 
it is for this Committee to enquire into the matter from all 
points of view and not from a particular point of view. This 
Committee considers the pros and cons of a particular allega- 
tion and then submits a report. When the report is submitted 
by the Committee on Privileges, the procedure laid down at 
page 136 of May’s Parliamentary Practice is applied in respect 
of all such cases. There are other cases in which an allegation 
is made that a particular hon. Member or a stranger has com- 
mitted a breach of Privilege either in the view of a Select 
Committee or without the Select Committee, but which 
amounts to a breach of privilege. It is only in cases 
where such a Committee submits a report for the 
consideration of the House that this particular procedure 
laid down at page 146 of May’s Parliamentary Practice has to 
be followed and in such eases there are only two or three 
alternatives, because that Committee which wants to take 
cognizance and punish the offende* is not a Committee cons- 
tituted for enquiring into the breach of privilege; there is 
a Standing Committee already for that purpose. The 
House has got only two alternatives (1) either to send 
back the case to that Committee conferring on it 
powers which are enjoyed by the Committee oh Privileges 
and ask the particular Select Committee to enquire into the 
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matter-because the House is a Supreme Body and can confer 
such powers on a particular Select Committee — and go into 
the circumstances of the case or (2) refer it to the Committee 
on Privileges. It is only in the former case that the question of 
a re-committal arises and in no other instance does it arise. 

Another point which I like to deal is that a reference was 
made to the May's Parliamentary Practice and 
it was suggested that these were old testaments and that we 
* should follow new testaments. I fail to grasp the point inasmuch 
as no new testament was brought before the House. Article 
194 (3) of the Constitution lays down very clearly that the 
.powers, privileges and immunities of the hon. Members shall 
be the same as those of the House of Commons until a speci- 
fic enactment is legislated in this regard by the Legislature ; 
and there is no enactment at the moment on the question 
of the privileges either collectively of the House or indivi- 
dually of an hon. Member. I shall here read out Art. 194 of 
the Constitution : — ' 

“ (1) Subject to the provisions of this Constitution and 
to the rules and standing orders regulating the procedure of 
the Legislature, there shall be freedom of speech in the Legis- 
lature of every State. 

(2) No member of the Legislature of a State shall be 
liable to any proceedings in any Court in respect of anything 
said or any vote given by him in the Lagislature or any com- 
mittee thereof, and no person shall be so liable in respect of 
the publication by or under the authority of a House of such 
a Legislature of any report, paper, votes or proceedings. 

(3) In other respects, the powers, privileges and immuni- 

ties of a House of the Legislature of a State, and of the Members 
and the Committee of a House of such Legislature, shall be 
such as may from time to time be defined by the Legislature 
by law, and until so defined, shall be those of the House of 
Commons ” 

It has been very clearly mentioned in the above Article 
that as long as that particular law relating to the powers, 
privileges and immunities of the House (or of a Member) 
does not come into existence, we are obliged to follow the 
conventions and practices of the House of Commons. It is 
pot anybody’s discretion either to accept it or reject it, W# 
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have to definitely know as to what those practices and con- 
ventions are. 

As I have presently pointed out to you, Sir, the procedure 
mentioned at page 146 of the May's Parliamentary Practice 
is only with regard to the report of a Committee, which is 
not the Committee on Privileges, and under that procedure 
there can be a recommittal to the same Committee with 
certain definite instructions. As far as the report of the Com- 
mittee of Privileges is concerned, it is taken as final and 
the only thing which can be considered is with regard to the 
punishment to be given to the offender, because the Legislature, 
as a Supreme Body can determine the nature of the punishment. . 
As far as the nature of the breach of privilege is concerned, 
the report of the Committee on Privileges is usually taken 
and the procedure mentioned at page 1 86 of May's Parliamentary 
Practice is followed. I would ask the hon. Members whether 
they can show one instance in the whole history of the exis- 
tence for hundreds of years of the House* of Commons where 
while under discussion of the House the matter was recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Privileges. In the light of these 
arguments I respectfully submit to you, Sir, that this amend- 
ment should not be allowed because it amounts to laying 
down a very unhealthy convention in India. 

Shri M. S. Rajalingam : Mr. Speaker, Sir, I want to know 
whether the mover of the amendment is bringing it into to or is 
he deleting the last two lines “and to examine from the point 
of view of ‘an indignity offered to all members in general* ” ? 

Mr. Speaker : The hon. Member may read out the amend- 
ment afterwards. 

* * 

Shri M. S. Rajalingam : Shall we take it for granted that 
this amendment ismoved with the omitting of the last two lines ? 

Shri K. Venkatarama Rao : The amendment has not been 
moved. 

Shri M. S. Rajalingam : If the mover proposes.to move the 
amendment deleting the last two lines, that would not be in . 
Cnfor with the rule 226 of the Hyderabad Assembly Rules, 
which read : r 
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“Provided that an amendment may be moved that the 
question be recommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter. 


If the last two lines are taken away, naturally there will be 
no specific matter to be reconsidered, and the motion after 
deleting these last two lines will read as: “It is the opinion of 
the Assembly that the report of the Committee on Privileges 
on the “Bhujang Reddy’s Case” be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee for further investigation”, while the proviso above-men- 
tioned stipulates that there should be a particular matter for 
recommittal. Even if he specifies that point, it would amount 
to asking the Committee to reconsider the matter from a parti- 
cular point of view. So in both the eases, whether he deletes 
the last two lines or moves it with those lines, it cannot be 
allowed. 


Ji'y -K3» O* JJ J>C ^ ^ J '.jA 

( With reference to any particular matter ) -A* f&eji 
J-oyT - oy <SjM - ox- djf 

“ Op *- 1 jS~i fa Jr£ ujw — ^ 

“ Provided that an amendment may be moved that the 

question be recommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter.” 




Skri V. B. Raju : Mr. Speaker, Sir, on a point of order, 
can an hon. Member” speak for a second time on the same 
point ? 

Skri V. D . Deshpande : On the second point, I am speak- 
ing for the first time. 

jj ^ U* j 33 f t> Jlj*. 

£+3 -OiT S iS~- 0>«> (JM 

- £ il <*— ' ctf ' jji <i— o*->V w * drfyf utr* 

P-II— 3 * 
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“Any member may give notice of an amendment to the 
motion for consideration of the report referred to in rule 225 
in such form as may be considered appropriate by the Spea- 
ker • • • •” 


- <£.-4 T r e 

“As soon as may be, after the report has been presented 
the Chairman or any member of the Committee shall move 
that the report be taken into consideration.” 

“Provided that an amendm t maybe moved that the 
question be recommitted to the >mmittee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter.” 

^ JLSS j\ j <-»U c*-*rrtjj'rr° i}jj 

\S~ i iSj JT ^X, y jju 

j.- 4 Jf SL j - <£_ if jjl 

j? a 5 '-** gJ ji - <J?r \jf i % S—jS'yi j 7 JLIj! L 

oy m djj Jj' ysy, <-*1 g!_?i j) ^ 

jj' r r « o*' - Ly i~-y cSj j£J Ay j, jjl, 

oy-<£- W' dir* S’ ‘-’i jfij! i S'X r S ' 4 Jjo £ rT1 

“ «£» m-* j~«- *4 >-*t» ^ j ^ ^ aj 1" - 

jj' otr h *£-l>* *-*' fgiji 4 y j*y 4 *2. 

O* jfl - uif S <£. ■> i5" «i~y (Sjj ^ r r n Jjj 

- Bj* JJ* j# ji 0*1 y iqy'cl* 

( Specific ) J 'y. k ^ T 

^ijjL^y tSjj U cSjjh-j £ ££J-«£_U jS' 

A* -W-* J 4 !* u-Wj 4Jj jji ( For reconsideration ) 

- *£- V ( With reference to any particular matter ) 
A*-. S’ ^yfij^yAj qu atJI _ cju, ^$L. y" i*y Ajq i j *j ^ 

j?- i— fb i5jf“ uy yy> u^yuioa. 

“ A.> A. i! aSLcu _ ^47 A»',yy <r^*£_ 

^ o-l - ^*.1^ j?l jj ( Dignity ) l?^ <S 

je»V *5^ iX" J*. iS’jJj. u*' ty^T 47 4 j A^i. |JqW4 J-ijiT 
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as. j 1 iA* J} 2f ( -^*“** yr- - y cr! - lz r 4 *S_ 40= jj 

k- ~ 4j ^“1 -Wh* ^ «£- IJ: y^ ji ' Ls 


i.i irjut 


jm oVU. I o>* uy - *£_ i JS\ i -XrAa. aJT > Lf 


Mr. Speaker : Is it necessary to discuss further ? 

Ui~~. oLft jtf- ‘-&J ^4f- j|j Ifi * 

( Procedural law ) ^ ;j 1 ( Substantive Law ) 

-i-£* .Uj Is I ^ je* I - ^ ^ 

XL (r - \ ir) ( Enact ) 

Uy ^u^K* <*J (j\* ~ L>* j-sr* 4 -^ J »■**■ £ jZ^yjji cZL 

QjA llV 


# In other respects, the powers, privileges and immunities 
of a House of the Legislature of a State, and of the members 
and the committees of a House of such Legislature, shall be 
such as may from time to time be defined by the Legislature 
by law, and, until so defined, shall be those of the House of 
Commons of the Parliament of the United Kingdom • • * 

1 »W 5~ £ cL‘w%JjU ~ hd trjjb -u 

dqtiL,^ a, Vi j & Ij ^ Ix^lwLw \~S ^ O^ 9 * ^ f *** 

/ 1 — Ckf * t* i y ^* i J 4 ij u \ - I y a S ' 

<~l £1 ( r - i ir ) J^?;T £1 <yW Jr^ ^ 02^* £r*jf 

jjl cTjjU Lt***yui - <£L i 4j 

^ *2 

,# 

4 Subject to the provisions of this Constitution and to*fche rules 
and standing orders regulating the procedure of the Legisla- 
ture 

- V y ax* £~ (t i r) y 

« * 

^£*1* ^ J* bsfrl 4^ 

— ; £. 45 Ulf* !>*; K* || 
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Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote, Chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges to move motions for consideration of the Reports 
of the committee on privileges on the following cases 

^ . .. i ■ j>. j y 1^* oy kUjl 

- «£_ 'ijjiJ dy <jrj* cjlf; - *£- K) ut I <££• k_J yy £_ 
a.) eL-jSTjJlj ^ ob_M_L^j I - <£_ ^ i S ur*zi y. l — •jj’.'j </ A«t 

^J>\ jii. \ U^jl _ ^ ^ kjSr/vn 

“ V ^ -J* oy 

*5^- oy r i r Jjj - JC*— | Jw-« 

Subject to the provisions of these rules, a member may, 
with the consent of the Speaker, raise a question involving a 
breach of privilege either of a member, or of the Assembly or 
of a Committee thereof. 


<£-‘‘-2 oy r y n djj ii* 


Provided that an amendment may be moved that the 
question be recommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter. 

aS 4*. UjA gZL. iyt 0_J* taijJ 4 jU»^2 V 1 T C?y 

So, the question may be recommitted to the Committee 
either without limitation or with reference to any particular 
matter. 

j l»- oy oy oy oy oy 4 <Syp yr v*' 

j&ji f'j coil «*. Jjj c£jt oj j 

- ( Move ) jy k_ Oj^l «y o*l 

Ij ^ ^ y j* u*! - ^ £ d» yy* £4 oy y \lJ ^1 *4 

A = .».,oJ ,jl»SU g— , *3 li J AO-lol 4^ 1 - oy 

- &> jS' 

.sccj'ji 1 **i/*dL <2- oy J| J J c*lii- 

• ~ v-tf* 

Jfefr. Speaker : Shri Ananth Rama Rao will now read ■ the 
amendment as proposed by him. 
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Skri K. Ananth Rama Rao .■ 41 It is the ODinion Affkn % 
that, the Report of the eommitti ° P n 

Bhujanga Reddy Case be recommitted to the comL'ttL ?' 
further investigation.” ■ nwnittee for 

Sj^ ! d*Jj I V, _ 

y ^ j,, 

«j ^ l* a y j - yv* J-X.U Jj! ^sL- aj ^ K-olysi w *. ■ 

c~.!«.kp d^xc o Ul I, „ * • . ''' 

uji <Xi Ai' 1 v v, „al^i - i- , ci- m , " ^ j: * 

W.--? - L> LT^r 1 I — Osi I <J 51 , if. . 

. - *X 2 ^ 

T{' s ‘ Vl <h- * 

-iWoVij- tos. ^ , 3 y irj-jji ^ iff 

Ul ? L ’ L '“ p;* jf J^s-i jsuji & 


" Ui ' ‘r— <-*f^ Mat. Cajj^i [SJ i_U., .. <- , i 

jNj-* I >«t 

dil^h ^C.L/ v j __ . 

* s**'S**.jur^ . ^ L - r , 

c^.1 ow Bl -03VL . i/Cmc JCJ 6U, irV^il , 1 , i'j^. ‘T'' " 
r JUiil J» qu tjl,£ f UBI y ^ToVb- •» i_ y^-l ul? 

oy ^ - cir^ M & . v ft if z i ^ 

*i,.| Ut m i « ~ ^ ^JJ’V j4 }9 | 

jW > a?" 1 i r* 1 y* C: -J aTi Cyr ^ _ a ' ..^ 

r *f . ", y - <ss. yy Oj*\ s i Oy LIT 

v/\J£fT ~ ^ £ j; roy & 'f'-rj* k*? cci . iiv 

- -• ^ ^ ' - W. CIS-., ^ ■ - - 

^ °"‘* 1 ^ ■** ^ jW iur 

^ ^ <->LX Jljfoj i_L S' Ca r- X 

S. dir aSU/ly. t ^ .1/ 

' Ct -re- ,t t 3 &- * dl> &.\'»_b 4 S'.^; 

^ ‘ ^ fX* c-wht r" *■-., -cj * , j r 

Jb r b tix^ r i_r- " * , -f- ^ ^ 

- A- au»j 3 , ouji,^^ 
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- £_>*■ j^jb f * j <£- vTy uy 

OjljJ jjl jS~6 ^ J y”oULj ^ c£-*jj <-&?=&; jjl jS*l 

- s$- XI # J jjl c~*.5j e^Uj <jr^ oljLi XI j? «2_y LT" 

*r^_u ur^i /I.^u uyiki ^ 03 15 

^ 61 U j^.v. tf £L6tTj.J «fLP 4jJ 

«• (jJ ^ AjS^ l^5C-»Lrw t^S"’ Lf^C Aj ^ <— O^Ow| **** ( j y-*^ 1 _ Jfc^ 

^$2- Jjl ^ <tJ U^j ^ ASUi^^i&u 

Oj^l <£lS£~ £J x *£" jV'V \ A fl J *4 2_ Oj^l - I 4 J LToJLj3 

L5"" ;^P j) Ail*u-» j-"! cri. - «*L W^* u& 2. 

Ujr^ <— *i ^ I O^J IT JaU-* (X o*\ yf jy>~* J *iy \ <-& I *S~ <* USC.L. 

- S^4?w- o^r Ui I o Ijii a Jo iy I JyT ; j ! ^ o LTjT 

<-£* LjiJ^ f U *- “ & ^<r S 2l ~^ }jA f ^r Ul 2_ 

(j\5> 0 UL 1 ^ 0>^> IjS^ J.V c£j! M IxSCaiU. j I Al I jkj ^5^ 

t/U oj ^6W je- ^ Vt Jj 1 ^ u ctt <jy s'-ijf j - jji 
y.j> ’e~ o*! ^s-’^y cAs ; ^JJ'.U li" trtXltrl jJii - ^_ utf^ uy 

/* ^«^r"o-;' 6 ^ 3 ! a 5"* ^ lz^o>t^>. *^i$o ^>zsl <u l)jpU 61 - ^ L5" 

u v: tuil a.1 ^ilj / 1 LU 0^5 -*.3 - ^ ^JJ^J 

^ JL5^ ^^5 ^ ****a ¥*\ y cA^ /5 ^ ^ 

U±c J 4 ^* H ^ ijj* CAf' 

uc^ ufr !•*»» Lfy S o**\J 

Ofr €tf*y 'S Oi>jl oi^ tZ—y** W jj oUil^ j^. lxg>s*-u. u^* <jm - b5C«U. 

u.C>i pw iUll ijij! (j\sv ^tS*' {]]fZi«\ *> , 1 J^Uil j^, » ijyb 

Ojl *S^ ijsy ^jI y cA & ^ cJlc*^**! J3IDI ^«i <-5ol yyy* 

C*i i ¥» SL <-H «A^jT 3 1^3 ^ *. IiIa. AI; r C ajjJ <5 " pja^U ^ ’ 

^e-^^ r ilorv^ J?i/f aT - ! Uja ^ ^/> 

iUII ^ SLjk** ij^j^ aS^ o>fc uy ywi;UJ ^1 ^ Oj^U- 

-«^l^ fc c4UI ^jjU A$6 j Jt^l Al 6^1r iSfe. j£ jf* t}]f£~\ 

£Z*J^*3 J&iy dy* ukh jf I **• dj* 61 L5^4i5^ &u,\ 3j2. 

^yiUi ? ^^sCwj^ ^ ^ ijuii 

gy* tf gfS~\~*A i iff q$j~j3 *S ~ U ^U UU y^vJTjlaj ^1 j^L Jis" jjl 
^65^1 jC *1 aT^.C^Ij^.j 3 4jt^* tS^Cr - J* Al 
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*4 -j- A- 1 -a— -j\ j j*|j i5oj . £.1^^ 

fjf 4- jSi^'i I u .* * ** 45^4.3 I - [S' (JV* o J H’ A ** 3 ^ 45 "* ! jiA * J,iuu» 

U^n - b5b. \j^ y <£-bT" I *r 4 j u. (jVj! b > L5~ 

^C> li! c*Ay* 1 4b***» 4j 4T 43 (j£t> y^Sj yS~* JP* <jljt.it ^Jt5**bi ju*. 

4 -fjj oy <L-^ bC» 6 «* j-> 1 tSAij ljb jAPti S* I aS I j.s> ? jJlju. ^ 

*?* “ oy <J-'** C S* c3"* — [^ IjL* y£~»\ jjj I 

S>- «j ^ ^ ~ W^*4i |_j j S>. ujCsi y — - (j>> (jv» ^jLJ ^ ^7 

4» <JM <JV 4} Ijj iSjA I Cr b JL J^s I 4^ 

• Jfj- - [S'a.Ujj ^ 1 ] J2. XXk* SL J***-«*l Jl^.- 4 j *£_ tjy ^SA I 4 J b& L* 

jS~*t 1 <—*••* S' c5b } l jy jLiJ ^ ijf^A X | S l 3^ tjJJ. (j^J> JT* y>" 4 1 

yf [fl* iSjA* <Z— oy “ \S £" y^ ul ^ S jV’b-* I b~* jJ-vJ y> I *£_ juJt^ ^tj 

C&A 1 jr^S k- 0 >^l - blj.U Ol^ ^ SL °^[3 

k~s» ^ uy Jr w * u&\ d J iLr cjy Jf- ^ 

/jr^ - ijS' Jy ^ bC b5^ (J \j+* [S' S' yfr ^b! yS jSS~>* I L-^« S' U l; 

iS^ iZ*++ly*-j2 <d_ cjy - ^ \S i^O*^ y» 4TI^ (J ypy %~-» I jyb 

“ r 1 y jji 

il b’ljji ojT c^* i J<s' <jtySi£> ^ is ^ ^ 

^ J;W j~*' oy^jbkl^ ubj l;J bT u>- 

uy ' jf £*&*)* cSS£ ^ £g - U^r - , u 4 j jtkl uy- 1 ^ KjL y oy 

Obi ^ — ^r* b^i *bfj^ 4 JU ^ - <^,bi O^U. S~ 

' - * * * * ^ 

» y ^ T ^ JLi 

V"*4 uy ^ «/y Lif oU -Jj^ r | J J - £J ^ ^ 

— jjXji tjjf' jsiljj ^5** 

t** c. if I lTu ^ oLj ^T *ri*T V r ^- 0*1 U'U -^.j J^, 

- i ‘-^ji ■‘•i ij ^ y jti j) uy trjt - Oj* 

.y^^U. jCj. •} jl«£. VT k. o*l - j| J J *ijs* J - ^ J (S* iir 

^ *£- ^1 Oy b ^b— 6 bj lj^ 45^ JL^tfS u*S \^* 

“ S 4J J US4 : J^*4| iJb^V^W 
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oy aj^Ux - oy oy aT*:>L iSjjjV - * jv 

y oy eT t ja^ jjj yj ■ ~ i— ijj o^j > o,>~ jji y*^ y$ 

aT^ UjU> yf* oy aj ^ aj j*j u j oy « uf* 

^ Jr4i >s '-* Aa oy - oy oy^ yu iSy-J-oyl jjt oy a 5^ Lv-^y ^ y ^ jj 

aClj oy< oy _$’?"■ *— * ‘c , ’'* a> y> oy iy_a i 5~ t Jb l^jIaS"^ O y^j^li 

uy Ao li J O^r*** I <—*■*' j-f* J J I «2L ^o^Aa [^J jjyy ^ A, 1 a* 

> uy ip^fjUM oy j^* >Toy y^y ^j\ y 

- (j L.) }$* w-*^*y •• < ** ! ^ «— «* <* A v J »^* " -' yi <£ oy ^ Lu (_£y£ j^l jy!i^.««Jj ol 

yToy ^ £»l>y 5* J3^ Jj.^ ^ l 

f b <jr* <Sj$ JJ* W"-* <£>- aT <£-1^ 

^>j-i £L ^ <■&* 0 J oA <2-**-’ - cZ-jr tS- 5 (Ample opportunity ) 

J3 U/y oy L?y AA>y* - 0 oy J? a ^ (j*^S A*.?^ 

a?l^u"Aj^45£ a> uu^a /" ju>>r - us y oy sf o^^ijJ^A^T^ 

tf o V wL*‘-*auI < i^_7y - L.jf* l>** yj^ jf$* ^ aJ jj! l§->bT cjy 

wJi - £- J I jAs ^ eL— ^ Jr *^ *£- Aj i«*A« 

oc>{ ^jf l$> 0m-vs> i {$ oy 4^n o ^AL-3^ y f e g4j czljiS A^y y^ 

- 1<^ &b*i oy 4^i y" y L?y i ^ jji* cjt 

^iS - * y Ai a 5^ Li / La. 10^" jrAJj ty ^ aT* aj c£oy i" \y *^ W O^ 

tr^ ( Allegation ) Cr^= 51 ^ ^ j*. (Js^ - oi^t ^L 

/ la- y 5^ u*il jf I a5^ 4*sff y. 1 ! oy ^-^3 J - yi^ jrS?J l5j f y^ 

f[&y* ^ Ai oy AL,jt ty 1 ^? oyL ^ ^ ^ 

ijj^J si. i—** 1 _^f- l~-» cS j*« tjy aL«1*> ^ 

*5" «S_ (jm ^jyij -^- <3!>-*l ^"'ii-JiAl ij~&*ij 

1. ” Molestation of any member while attending the 
Assembly or when coming to or going from it. 

2. Molestation of any member of the Assembly on account 
of his conduct in the House. 

» «£_ 'U£t' - <^hl js*“ j ^ <£- ot|» y *j ^U_ ())«jS* 

3. Reflections made on the members on account of their 
conduct as Members. 

its. «jh“ £ ,y>^ Jr~' otr* ^"-*1 dlj— uy *^«£_ *i l>* 

1)1* - £~sr ^ I ,i«^(g Li. (J-j« aj *5^ lg »r. i . . f. 
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jj ^ O'uJ tS jS^I Ui* ^ juj 

. j3*be,U. L : L» <m 5 uCi aJU. jy’Jl. I yy ^ j - ! r- ty* a* y-*-J! 

/Vs) JV» J «A_jV* i/ 1 "" 4 J-'-Af 

........ ^ j Aw X* y** iS tl t* 

Mr. Speaker : How is this matter relevant here ? 

st) ere err ~* I ^ -Jj j j*| j j . gj ^ 

_ 1a* U li ti efr aj (j\* 2— ji"" ( Maintain ^ 

- W* j> ALbj jj Ju. _>u «£_jL< j5 ^ ( ^La*- ltj! 

_,£> -jrf' 0-1-: a-!^ u ^jl (^ss uy. i_ST~ i_j! Jw^Sj 

A?” jS'J&K' AtUi. jjy •_ Ll (_)-l. ^__-y y t^y jkT -Jf\* oy* ^jv.j. 7 JjjT 

J* cy>> «-5Lx? jfS^ ^-^v> J.A ^*5"* Jbtjlj 4a 

45*" ~ y 4/*^ — ✓tr* *3 J"4r) ^ J[L 4^* - JJ^JJt^ 

J^ayT >f 4a *S ^— • J&-& {Jy? - <d_V 4vvl v aJ jdp. 

je** 4 j ~ oy jjT <3 U~ ^ U^=y i^-TV^* 

jc~!j4j oy Jt>. — ^ Ij W UaJ|£ cjy j>^*4 <£, c t ^ uy 

fiLv-^V ^ C^A-ljawjJi dj O^j y Ol*j JljC* 

jy £ c^i ^ l -& jjc^i y?- y *£* i— <zl 

*fi ^ ^T) 4?j Jbj^ ^ u -Uf U-J 1 

£ f>* yl ^} {^4^ ti*'***^ JJ^ k- oy ^ (^4^ CAf' 

*~*ji & yy* jj^ jJ^ ^jyy* y - Lf* (j^t ^ u - ! 

f - tXj *y SL jy^i] ( Prestige ) 

S iSj^ U J> fc ( Insult ) J* I - j 

~<£- dj* & ji^ 4 <£f- ^T"3 vS* y *jy* 

4i " jk m uy ^ tr* - yj}^ cr&hj 

- Uj* yy* (^^uy ^ o ^ ^5*4 y 

^ a5oo* oSxi^p&g lyszin — 

&<$$$, &gys#G5r*, 

lb;& «|5^£^ 2.^ &^d&o X3«^gooiSoi ^sS^deoT^ v S^ifS 

sSoxpgoTF e^& &* ’Si^r B 2T 9 o3 ^too^otT 8 ^ o$oss3 

s?^i8So5^ ^r-t5^^<S s^eo TTCS^. g^%»o^oao^ 'Sk5^ 

p-n— 4 % 
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s^codcsoo o-S £ 3r s l!*o-iSQr s 3i Vdo. a&.$£o&-3 df~C0"*£ 

3&5oo £'3a akSoSj-tf^SSo dod doo-ol -&l T^SXfeS©" 8 kdo 

— c ©i. * ©(/ 

eX5oa dodSb edSSlbS ^KCfe&^OESr® ? ”■ — «£ £S*£gc ddodi 


S303:y a s'^d sa o a didc ^dsado&^do^t: ss^Tgcro 

dcr°o\ fcrt-S" sSo&go, sS^cTPsc asoi) s~^ ^ ^S^ocbo 


esobr* tF-3\ -&r°i iicdes&T^do. "ftdo -3^\ &ocdoooado 


V®cT* ? &%£> S'rS.Co a £T°o eser®-3^ 3 3 esdo &cbc^;&. 

03 * CL— — 0 OC 

s^rjdo g'SoiodPbo Sh^\d osH Sc^eT* cSC0^3gC/\ ~ 2a Ss CouO OkSOrwC ?' do 

XiST— sf^glqJ^iS) slide do aaedepi” ecos^SSrjdo a”. lO^Sqgeo ^ ’ibo Seoo^^u^oPdi/Polj 
^•gb, s^o 1 £Po&r°d jp^oolbt) ©SST 0 *^ ®SSgaeclcd3, Trf edo^ eaST**^ 
d?£cor’Aodbs"*0d<3 s)o died • lod^ esyddoo^o Ihodocg) ss^diSooo^odod^ 

Ss^ddo^do. edeo &s ss 3f>— ef^^go Sj - 6 ® do ecood cT^d ibodoo 

|p^©o ^l5 e9<S’s ns ^Soo dsTSboSJ"* ao-£o s^o d^vbo^ — sjdoododo ©K^jaj (JPeSoo, 

j^P’crSoa 0 ^! “ gi^sSoo ^o^-So-dodl, & ddfedoo ^aad^o oqSjS' 1 

“tT^cST 6 do^j •dP > do(3 ,J <3q5oA' T} (pr^do sd^dpbT 6 if S' dj - ^ dg gb7T° ^P^cT* 

tjg^O SoA dcr^docl S> 53 3 53dO?\OdSj^O^O <3.3 &00 0 0^33 gJ^SjxS^S^tSs 

o°33 ^3odSI Soolh esd&So ododoo^^do* ^17— d?d^yjdc> ihdo ds-djbo^ 
^a^joA'S Wfi'S'tfO ^-uX^dog^ <9Oba;T£j60. ^d3 63 dd^do -Scplbo^o 

do3 «dA§ £>3o dor°I>ox5rt©c5o ? -ga 3^o_d ©ad^sgj (JPdodb £><3o es^e) ? otfo 
«r®3 0H^3^o bdoo£5^c5o ? wasd^ 03^^00, e^So t5cr=©oj dSaSr°c3a 
«f 3 edo^?P^- qSifcr 3cn> ©do, dcr°[^b_^p 3o^do ^6^3ododooda. 

^^<3 2a doo^g^sjedoo. 53 03^ ^0^3 ^^CdO^eO -ESo^^ 0)5^ 53230^0 -S 

aeoo^oo. "^do aP(^oo ^doo^oobo^ s^l^odbb Xj^sj^^^cSo ^o^IT 

©S'^lTsi^^g^SO d-^Ni^S^do ^^Sdo ^od/T°'1b S^CdodoTP (CleBJ*) 
^o oDdob eso^od^do, sjdGir 8 d)©^ dsd^Solib xSj^^o- 3 A’od 

(yobod^b^/P <^SjQ. TpdcS^ dcr°ddo<3 ^^ScgodooodcS lade ^Sodco 53^5 

dr*^s^d»~5^bo^j&i. sc§ soTJ’gO&doo, e^^Sdodoo e^obo^jdo. sjbododo 
wfrfe^oo odo^ ^•’^coo. s?5 d®!xr* zsx>22°4) ^cdodenSo r*^do. 

odr^^do do^ fes S'dodoi &of) ^^ogTO^fe ajoljo^oS, tsos^cg^©^ (aPcdoai&Sb^ 
ji^0O ^>0505^^1 ad^^Soo ^s^s^obo^ito ’s ,, 0d| D » ts ^o/T° jp^oo 

islo «9d‘r B ‘&5» q-S^ o^l d^?5odc5o 

^ - - r 

‘^il t5_^i»Jjii jjl ^^—1 >*«£, u^>e j 4i5^ 

1 4*^-). l 5' ( Traditions 
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sj* ( Pre- judiciary ) Sj-. «_ 

U~* jf- wtr ^rr y**£? *£*. 

44 It is a gross breach of privilege of an hon. Member of 
this House in particular ; and an indignity offered to all Mem- 
bers in general 55 . 

- JL ^ ut* x 2 ** 'Sj^- S ^ j J-; j 

41 4 On the basis of the findings given above the committee 
is of the unanimous opinion that there is no case for any 
breach of privilege either of the House in general or any mem- 
* ber in particular/’ 

h lt-4 ^ ( Merit ) ^r> y^- 1 ^ LyLi 

LjsjL* £*yl» S 5~ Jh^j 4 ~^d ^ Lei y ^ ^£j 

Ijtf’U ^ jiij aIzaj Lj - ^l.U- L«L* yLy (jy cJL 2 *. L >* U> 

t-H - <22. ( Dignity ) \s*^ * ^ ji u 3^ & ir* V 

4 — ■*** £1 *L.>* ^ y - Lr 4fj uy^ iuJ pd 

b”U J-* £y* Ijj.) Uj-A— c£L.L j,& Aj ^jyj ^ j M ^ LUx LI 04 . 

-w XL yLf i y ^ ^ ^ X!, yV“i «£~ 

Xtr 1 - 4^ 4 ^ ( Written Statement ) ^ L~l*I l?o 

( M.L.A’s ) 3/ J*l y by tH - <jb*J oju 

sJ^t* ji fa?* /&* XI 4r« oLuS w-5Cj I g*** O I - c*L,L j> dL$ {JL** LjI X- 

- ^3^ Li i(JS^ ij&l cLs^.L » j t/ ^ 0 ^* 4 *> I J b Li I I JffS fJtT 

I *■* L?^ iX* »x*>^L o4 ■<L. <> 5»® k viu^ 5o 

ytwj j ^ L/ iS“ vj^ La ia- cjy» - 1/ b*i L£f* i^ri ^ 

& £%*> j 5 15 <£. jf ^ SL ji 1 * m l* u y^ j^u 

MjT oLywbl ^ ^ 

gy *uj ^2 y* - ^Ley^ujudj 0^4-2 4 yiy 

j 4 jjk £. ( Revenge ) «s. X. v** 1 ^ ^ *5^0^ 

..... Ji **ifa Jl X tS dl 

Mr. Speaker: No such criticism is allowed. The report 
is a unanimous report and no question of * party ’ arises. 
Such criticism should not be made. 
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(jVb iiU3l j*. yy g-l jjl <£_<£■> je- t£ ■*» J f 1 J 

"“•i- tJ****j£~\S *d — ^jiju L«jl ^ " _> 

Jjb u ^5 " <4 - *£_ uir Jlj— ^ a> .s-oljit um 
C*'v^l5"l ^ ir I *2-jy, J&i j> (3[}-* S‘ 1 _ r a==^ jjPlk^T L 

- k-l?- k- 5 gs$* uy >^" trl jj5C* jjl ^ \^S 

<sz.± it* ^ u*l ii-uy •>»*■« - iiLw> ts # 

uy* <i- cjy _y <>j* tjy ts^tj^-HA - 

/ £yb-«?- (_5*-«i f <£_ eSi. ^ijo ( ^5CJ _ LjX, J 

^s. ^ jj 1 «£- ^-j^> ^ ( Argumentation ) 

yw> 1 ^r-» I OJ liXfr ^-j Jg.^3. A5" -3 ^* CI»Lwm») J^ 

U jj& ol (j' i^5" ^jji 

*?%** i-£>l 5~ (jr*^i (J.i^J >-*l^ yy . 'i ‘jj4j <yl <£_ b'U. LT 

lt' tA 4 * j'- 9 *-** Jf- i- y-Vif ^-*1 jj' LT* -<t-\$ b=^. Jj 

?r ~^<^— jji \sj~~* t-S2 1 aJ 3 j yy- ^2-,1-S^ 

o^j^j uy a^»Ij < X Jjlj <yl k Oj.*> X. Jj4 iy 1 ir-y-* «£_U < yM> 

^jj^j <i_j.* £j$~ } ^ I jjl ^_y> JL;^ SI Q^a_.t tj\& ^ I i 

jjj y*i I jjl £Sf> ^_^ja ^l£“>l 

tri 1 * trl ^ Wy oi^s^^iyl ( Bureaucracy ) 

f l* » j ^j- 1 1 1 ,^i < oliLj £s l < toy* 

j I* ■ J f" aXL US' Lj’" a^p JilsJ iS»“l (jy U. L’^5^ 

u/ . : . 1. • , . “ , ; --fi.lrv' 

^ UjaIj* jjkugjJjjjj U^JIa . ., 

tC.U Aj ^_JA 2 _jT >lki (jjjti £, u-uj _,jt iSjtuJj'i js- uy 

X. jj aUj . aj *S~ €iy i S' i± uy ( ^Cj_i_^s Oit^ gjijijj <-» t gjjj aT^. 

• i-J^" t? i-vuf J3I jjl jUa XL^\y- J**> _ Jjjpi i^n£r ^ ^ 
- ^JT ***£■ (Jt^l JH ty If ^2^- iJ'OjJIj k_jS^c~4Ai. J^ljc._o£A 

^f* iS" jr’-ftj" ( J!r* “ Ks 1 ^ y* oy I _jj ca* vl>f“ ^<1 

tjjcviy jj uLj Xm/ t - w -« U- u ~j" OLjX.-^-'- 

'^—J*' l -*J^ gs’*’^ I AwaA J'lo «J^~£ aS^ > Aj_.ai' Aj Ij^s J&j Jgf* 

CrsiiJ'i *a»* <£.u. ( <;; ^. J 5' u s t ; jljj't jiu ji' A^jd ,_y I j*A - 

UAj.^UA j£wl -j^T- y"^ | - y<^l -U*A - ^J^2a i.1^ b ^jA»A ^ 
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* # | *■ 


l \ U ; 2^ bw 


SP 


£o 


> a**? 


■ 


aj kC «Jv> -e 0 4 $ U^a&v- wV-V' ‘ i-w 1 jf* Ur c 

I «c" L^UUs! J^jb - *3 ^ V ^4?=*-** jv* bba^*. 

^ju 4JU JT y ^J3U ~2^~ 'y Uu» feT K5 I j-Lf - 

^s*u isi 4j^u il^ju ^ i - ^ aj ojj^ tj 


jjo 2 ^)e\>^ 6 £*»j ~ c£r^>U JCc^jU jf ;A & & Oyrt+S ^ { y^} 

b£* J^J Jf- y - l$a 2^ <l f ^ ^ cr~iP*h^ * u*^ 

IjLv Lj ^ *J jr-» t>* 1 Jr* I U >‘J J ^ JJ^ ~ “ cl- bv^ ^j\. c > lC 4a 

ju i^pl - Uf U5" Uil c^jU 1 » 5 jv jy** cko^* ^ <£- b£*£ jh 


. <^_U» Lo ^ yyyYJ} | y\ S' * 




„ r U- UU* £3 j*» S" £y*Ub*ljjS^ 1 y f j4j UT" - ^ y t ,.. j y~*A 

& cr-^'j^ 1 tf"lr"- ( I am sorry )->> J»'La:>tO 

«i_ - t^T- >?• ^1*?" *4 -iS-lj* w£r ( o'Ua”” >-4; ti _j^ 

(/■i ^-»l - i 4^.1 - (Jji - f.£L Lf“l c^li aj£_{fS~ 

U. -■ - ^ *?• J 3J+y k Investigation )d jf* 


1 j]s ^» i U. <^>4 *Uj 1 * ■»- > «^»b4 l^jVawJ 

LjCoiU^b (>i!LT aS~ 2* ly* U^5G^ ^ LS" aLwXm.,5" , 

^ u^U ^ ^ySo 4 *} Ujws^. 4 j LJ f<j^U 

jjl <i-^^ -^ b 

{Jj^T ji U. U^J JJM OUfcb 5^ 0*jy* cfJ~J2*jf 

u& <£-jk ** 0 >jTp* jj 

b55 oUU jjl <£~^ y o^U JU| U~U ^ ^ 

|C ^jU U bb »« A b» i > ^L<1 «. x 1 b&^~ 4a ^ p!BdM 4^Ut Jy | C^J r, .^» (J^*. jji 

jU *ibP > ^ l)j^> ir ji^ AiUl 4j (jwl jjl <jj4> ir aJ ij fjy ^jUl ^ LJ ^»u* 

And for r-nvastigatioa ) u {jr*Sr~y I 

tjs & *5 *5* ^*3 U> 4^ >^U>l t *ywaj X ? **»l5^ (,SJj jjl 4 ( J£> f^£? K *P CaUalji 4jf"* 

jf^*jsij tT* ) jsf- *s,y MI £.y£' { .p&J&ji Ji jf> ilJsiJ IA* - y li 

0^3 *• 2f* ^ Ug . T *j 4j yb L {j^ ^ ^ fZSj ^ m „ r ^ \y%y 

£. Ui^w Aa M U. li j^> Ltb 1 <JUe^$^ C<c^ jjl ^ jl 

XI ^ W* OUX*Aa *.<£*^1*4 U* UjJl^ ( Uphold. ) 

trJ ^ IT ^ j^i U jf^ jK" ij* l>ft ^ ^ Jl>- & ^w* 
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U>\ ^ wV JL ltj! 4 Jjb 

- u w ‘ u^x X <U 

o*>* u-l *L ^ 

- ^ 7*-^= 3 ^ ^Sjj *3 tffe.VsS^ 4^" *^*1 ‘4’=tr- : jf- <Jy ^jy J lH c^L^SvO Aj 

j ji. ^ I ^ <£- o iH ^4) y : <£- *?=P & ^JJ4J £ f 

^ J 3^ 4^* — 0&f - yi * y f yy y ^ $ *»* t_.Ju» 

Ul Jjlj’ y+^y' »A>» 0*s ^ <d — 0^*’ j-‘ U^J <i_ 

/ jU I J.^ J U. ^ Ls U J" "£»; ^ S f l> ^ U - *! - \J& ^ C*i‘j 4 j 

AjO i 6 jj 0 4rJ ^ <—*•**• ^ • .-•*»- L?^ O f - ^y «A w»U> O U LjJ " 

*5" ^ U*U- i^r -j.:* u „r a*» ^ Aw t£j& 2^ oo-ju~ j j yy f , 2y ^ ~ ^ 

j .y i>* i \y*y~ y ^yy l y?* yy b* ^ 4 ^ j-^ jy i 

i&j ^ 0 ^ yy=>- y »y* yy °jji jy y y ^ yy * *•* 

(yy ^JiiU « U j.^ j.tl ^ ^ y lifJ - ^_>,^ b y> { j3 r i 03 

>■> o\f> y>\ y*.Lft* 0^4*^* »> ^ t JiUo> X* oli ^ J" 0>fc 

„ i^,T A.1 ^ s_ \ y* S - f y *y u^4> y<y a J “ <£—^4 ^ 'Jf-J^» iX ® I 

(jM ***_9y&l oil L: 3^ Ojiji ^ of 

03^ <±^y^y^ jji «£- K" 1 JL y oij t— SCi i „ ^44 

*^jij ^ «=^l 7^ ou^tavi ^1 I ^.1 - ^ \ ^ y^ io~u> LtA^ 

^ y JL ^*i 45^ ob v^- 

y_y* & £y**2***^j ^ f ^y C yr f Oi’'* “ b<5 OJj^' Cl~^* fj^* f 

j^bliS - v *- l| /^3r ^JX}J 0*f ~3r -^ Ul ^ bj»*» (j^-v lAjO *-5 o 

jl| <u y. ^y* ^y£ 3 " ubr ^ ^ Jy^ tf^obU 

dJ^«>. 5", jjb ^ -J*^* jj**sr). O C^ 4 *^ *X»l^- 

jjm *^j34^ o*^ - w^oi^ fS" t^^y c2L y &~&i} i» jf» '^—jy ji u 

ylt*«l ^J3jj *4 O Ix^ca-'-b ijfwj l^ LS^ jLojwI jjoj f°yy 

h<&* (Mover) J 3 1 >yj^ 

r U^l aj ^ 03 ^ 


Tke House then, adjourned for recess till Five; Minutes past 
Five of the Clock* 



Business of the House. lUh Sept., 1053. lu3 

The House reassembled after recess at Five Minutes past 
Five of the Clock. 

[Mr. Speaker in the Chair] 

Business of the House 

Mr. Speaker : As hon. Members are aware, nomination 
papers for the election of one member to the Osmania Univer- 
sity Senate had been called for, and today had been fixed as 
the last date for filing nomination papers. So far, I have re- 
ceived three nominations, viz : — 

(i) Shri Jagannath Rao Chanderkhi. 

(ii) Shri Shamrao Bikaji Jadhav and 

(iii) Shri Ankush Rao Ghare. 

If any of the three hon. Members desires to withdraw 
his Candidature he may do so by 12 noon tomorrow. I shall 
announce the withdrawals of Candidature tomorrow before the 
election takes place. 

Consideration of the Report of the Privileges 
Committee on the Bhujanga Reddy Case. 

sft. MIPitoto tiro (fpnro srcrcsy) :-tohpt sparer Rffcsr, 

H jft ficrts HTf* H | TOP* RH HF 

hT^hti sr'ftf'RiH # ftps 

5rr t%f t fe ^ HT?fprTOT.TO firPHror 

sfrr TOf- 

HgHyr%f3Hr to** & ires to qfirt>' p sr fe T ^Tf % 

TO tft fPJET # f#KSr *FT TOTS W TO I *F§ fTTF §afT for SRTWl % 
| *ft 'rstthh sfk frore % ang;# rprx-afoTtf f, afrc 
% ^ TT TOT l fT^ ^ ^ t *lff 
®Pi ^ frspr ^rr nw ^ ^ 

srfffr^ I foFTOPF ^TOF p!R%MIW' POT TO, JIT fcrflfoq 

TITO fTOTE % JOTCajro *R % ^ ^fTORRT 3?t spff H *P$r for#TO 

fTO TO 1 ^ £TO3T1OT TOR Hf! | I gft TO# f srTOt foRim, % TO 

» Prora % to foretro ft.gfrr?! to Pwi to for irf? ^ ^ft fifew 

i % fi r ^n <g % fe? ft fa r rier sr % f h # dmt ark to* % fro i fa? s^wt yfr toh 
^rr Ptfri : ro eft to ■q^-'ii 

to? tosto ( .Party question ) *rfr f i fork H fotSfe* m 

»r|f | i **ir a*? toto *rr hto | *fr to TOifow ( Unanimous 

conclusion) *r ^ h tob % *i*k j» *fo ^ 
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srnr fsreraf fsRrre ?rfr fsrr f *rr frp # ^fr ferr ^rr 

f qf ^Pfr to sift ft tott t ? 

po ^frsr ^Fo =fi^i WT isi 5 ^ ^jwtfst %■ torw to ^itt stwifro^T 
(Cross-examination ) to# to *ftro tot ferr tot i frrofo frfif to to fsfr f 
ajro *f| from tot f totot srarffrot sro frofr tot tott #froftTOH( Ample op- 
portunity was given for cross-examination) H f tot p trots 

f^TOP%3fcpTOP%#^#fvTOT^#t^#OTfro^3f toto fodtTOftf 
tott TOiTTOtTOtst TO f T f ffi fr^r yr fgp^r 3rk frror % fare fere ft (Mat %p=r^ 
1 srrot % tob towrt toto | sftr pro tor *fNf tor % «frof # to Pert? ^t 
t srwt $ft rt tortto sn? ?Tfr 1 1 for TOPrtpt # f#ro fror # 

tot 

srtr 

*rf frorr tot 3jg% TOffrr TO?T% f at 3f tot tww! ( Explanation ) 

i ^ fro ^pinrt 

# to# tot TOt prro st frof to #tro ?ff fror toit ^fr toto 1 1 f® fegwr 
aj^frTOft.TOJTOTOTOTft a^fft fror i toto TOff# *rc ^ *rf qff ^r 
to prot frof to# to *rtro fror sro #5fr frogpT TOfi# TOft *rfr # t tor# froroff 
^ toT toto tor % s Pt3fr 3ff Tt # afN: TOft# ?ft tot frorr sftr to toPt fers 
faron f art p $ro f *rf ^pr f% prof ^ #tro *Tff faro, to toto pwp' 
totot f *if gft qfif 1 1 fro pp TOt fMrort trot to | % p x m< ^rr fai^Rwr 

fror %■ fp# fsRrnp f^wfei *pt ft ^nw ^ w 

srf^ ^ ^ f^€t 3ft^ fr ^ m p ^Tff# i prt 7 t# 

fsrafa# t' ft? m % STF? fSRTRj fw 3TFT 3fkM fT^T f i M ff^# 

% TOcf ^Rt f^f^al fw? ft to# f3 R»nw ^ m fer ^t dl f, aftr ^wt 

«K p ^T ^ ?If ^3ft St^R ^Ift f f3RFTT ft sr# #' 3rq?it TOfK 

^r^atf i 

Shri K. L. Narasimha Rao rose— 

-Mr. Speaker ; Is it necessary to have any more speeches ? 
I think we have discussed the problem sufficiently. 

^ <£?*■* 7f*T* ! cS ^ 1 - ^*- j)LS.a 
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% c&S". : — 

£h £o", 3*", 

<Sa"°£S os^cg 3 Sr e £$ aS^\€ oToicccSa 

Ibcci^j ££s5c£ooo* -dd^ ao^o*, otesBS oilbocdolbcciooj 

e jlboodolbcc^aj't34o ) ^ B ^}| "s’ tfe^oooo Bas&n, oxr* Ssr*^ -d<b dft^diSb&TS* 
^■^o 9 oT°dSi5 &aSo3 < t5£5~ D ds q« 3£ doA d<xfi£o es^-wc^eS) dl^d,-— $$3 B^cSa. 
sj^xt^ fcsddajolT !x>c2:do ddo os^cg^sT* fao_*f 
^o^TT’ <ddeTfa^iPdo. 

- “ %JjS~ j ^ fjl* ” 

c*£ ©c&xr'lb, (dexS" 6 ’"^^ sio* Scdogs’Ol igp*^ ss^^'&Sod s^^P^aSoo er* 

‘i^r^poo oiiS&r 5 SNfcSo* *s°«cScng”€5^ <dodgp dirA^ «3c5>'s°ds$»£>;&> eSa<Sjj^t^r ,, ApS» &3o 
&■*&££ drdjQ ” e3 escioo^do. ^dr*&;cS> <&lg3do;r > /< sSdoX^, d33 Sj&fr^do 
-Sccocd «5<5 ^£d(dcol>3o. “ sSoat&o dd«j5;;$ ^s^\o^c'o T! 'S^ ZFo£ur»c$ ScT* ^§c5oa°^s 

e£ a s*<&&> s^Sg&dcd ” &3 faqjf ds^o*, o"°3n 6faibd3oo<5 es3 oHboc^ltocto ^cl*f 

eso 3 Scdoooo £q esc^^T^do. o}<do<S^d Jo"* -Sddccs^l s^o^do ? 

ao^^t) e5>*fs°«&5tf5 q^ddooodo. d&d -da tT’oAcd.defa^^G. s^s:^, 

eS^ 0OA d&£$i Sofao^oS s^dodaS^<&. “^cdoo -d£T^ ^c&oTT, ^(^d7P^ 
-dc^dcdqg £p*ijg<&x> doa&ooodo T°<33 ” ZodAd^ co>3~^de. dcc^cdcg, 
ed&o Sj’f dc^jodooo^, a>"s £ 0 ;^©"* £<3 oX^^^do. s~°a)£^ *t5o^c5cdcg ^do^go^s 

iooodS Bo^do^y^do. -da 15£$T' ^Sma^oo; -da es^joa^ sSbo-S &£ 

^> 00 © & ^c&doo'fe €5dd&r B <d S^d o^dD s' 5 cd; es&jeia "s;So IteoaeSa 

tkotS; 1s&> ok>. o5§~. fa. dso'fo es&jca) esd^^r* ©So. o^fT. fc.'lb, £n\j$ 

•3c. «^iu fa. ^ *,&>£ ^oo-da^iTpS &$o^3srr3 3ex>Sd3 3&W, e 
esoA^oo-d^^i 5oo&$a- esdfcscxP STdd, ^>o^S2r®<d , 5)/r’3 5^*^ esc a £ock5gT° 3 I 
itoo ©do. ^S" — J^ do <dr^^O 0 O fa x3o^odoo<So-»<d "s’ Sod, X3 i qSago&r« i d V°5od, 

<5o. JT. fa. e> acr°<d ^Sodj fa£& ^ «3dA<d(5 aaoAod. -d^s 0 ) 0 . e3o". fa, ftr»d 

s^^fajlb^do So^eo -dcpdod. IboacS&SdiSbo -o v e>“ -doo^odco &ox£&, 

Bo£«do5£$o$X) -dOiS a) <5a)<^°ft50. 

— o 

- «jvb <4. ui,- S tS'j** &$-<£- C-V- <£_• - Jjl - f.t 

x5<SS eCUk) -^X3o s^cd. 8u S' X3§~— Si^j^|^do ddQ^C-o. e^o^&r-cS 

A^dttS {£&dt ©So fa«5cr"|diSM 5a)^ ScoAeS) es>3j -d^ od?T 5doj sjc^gdiSM, eso X}Sa3oco^$d 
cT"^, *3®atHSi5oa&57^ r'o, o33 woA^So-ESSoSa^Tr ^So-acfo «’S ( S ma 
s^iCosb, iSsa 5^3*s a«pg) ■s’esi. '5^><| 3 ^o«jqs§«> 

tSr»So ■Sr»rf&o2S' ag Ives’S SjaJotT* •tfj'CfgboS' ^OaSt^tSs^. A^Cia 

^2d^i3i> T*iiK«siS(r o *ow' iSrHoe>S> «T“©ao 5 1 ^S ®otsr» <535 dSA S2W51 Bo&o^’toJ? 
r'jS&^da. 

?-u — § . 
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- <L~\S J*!j &}*\ 

^4? {J^* 3 & ji { j>S' c4j cH ^ 

3 ?- o ^<2 £jCj 4. uV 1, ^>r ( Decision ) 

t^y^( Deal ) J*-^ £y° (j» f- <£- 

jj! oULo 42 jJ jif- * 3 <£L vj^ j.f- yr* cH j“v jj^ -« 2 L t*y5 

C*ULa S’ Oy^ Cty jf OW ^ {S*- Lju 

!■**■ ^S* f <— -^ -* (_>*■ y^ 5 " -Xw>.i| 

i (ww -. <4^ ff y^“ A,w y i ? y*» t ^* _J*»*-* ^ -5“?“ ^ ^2 

oi'Lj 42 tiy\ jiT~ «*J j.^ J>^j (Sjij£ *€ J$y^\ ^ ^ 

jT* V jli oU^A^-l oi < 4 * ^ ^a 5" Auli ^ Oj.^ c§" j^*-» 

<w%i^ S J*^?** 4 I y~-* *4 U?J& ypf* } vS" e~L (jW 

y<£2wJ I <Jjf~ jp** - tiSC-aif* L5^j^r Jr c£L <J3* ^ Jv^ J~J*^ Lp" 1 

i I ^ jij 0^*9 Ljs-» ^5^” ^ t*5"”*" ^c*t«*o ^ L 4 * tSjij^ y^ ,' I -** 

4 i*^-s»». oiU ^v* • r* ^jyj / jlj 1 — L5^£~«ji ^ J t ^ 

(Jj^u.1 4^» oj A.f' 4. t^S 3 k_ <s& l 5^ £. tUii-A:^ ^ Jja 

o^U ^ JJ 1 Igj ^ 0^_5 & tiff f <£- *-*• ^ Jcf^ *& “ jf jfui- 

^ ^ 6W . y ^ 5 C^ 1 u^* jrcf- ^ iJJ^ °k' ! u^* jjl 

j 5 ^ OW? JC (J-^ - jf X- jv** 3 U’*'^ -A 4 " ^Af -^ (ff 

wm ^ *-£/'• 0^ ft* - ^Ov.-wA 1 U- *"* 4 i A- J 1 ^ -( 3 ^-*^ twjftJt J 

oy iaJU ^ J^ChwI u^» jjt jS 5 Cswi 1 Ji^* ^ <£1 

<jv» cJIj.& 4 . tU* if-T " <52 jS'jc* jj! - ct*^ oLIjjx 

*jL» (jfc* $f w A$C i j-t*ot (J*^" y* y A 5 *^ijt Ljtyy {Jy* {S^r* — ^ r A a» 

lj.yi ^£**~*y± r-j-y j 3 ^*Jr^ ^Jr** O^srf ^3 1 j2e cfy* 

jjl o'j*? i j**jfuk* & ySL^\ u^» - ijty &%?»> jjl' 

jm - Sckr u^.* (jijz** UTu»D^ Jl Uu 

jriCwJl A| ^4! ^ a t^ ijM Iji-j-i 3?- 4 ~ Jtaj 3 *T ^ Oj-a 

(^>* lf^ ^ ts£# j^v* Jhr’y^ - c*jUlJ ^ .o>l^.^ U oLj S' 

jS *«» 42 d J ^ U - ^ 'j! 1 ^ *J L^i 4 * 6 tj^* 5 3f- ^ 

llU- ij^y Ai Oy*f - til (4-1 Cks *~* 3 j%i t? £~S 

*j «* 4 - uy -Vji ll 4T ^ y* 1 * 63 ^ b ^ oW *Sj}.jf - y'*^**^ J < 3 ^ j^» ^ 
^ Jf~ £ ti^ 4 -b *i t^}T *i<u^, 4 _A <J“\y ji o! Jjt <d-t 
? A. i^-*V 7 i <j W ( 5 ^/* <-*^» y£j ^ I^ - 
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l : i l aS j* SiS ^ JJ^ Tfrsi Jiji iS~> 

ijp 7$) U) y>. ^ otiLi aS' sCi I 

, f* \ s - j , 61 6»«sJ ^ y* J3I *1—^1^""” lat te - jj Qj& 

iS ^ x sjy o v jU. 61 l*^^ 1 - €y* ^ p&p y *&?* S' S ' ^->=*J »S^ 

jf jj£ j ‘ j a 1 ?- tf'xsylL jj£~> j5 " ^ L ~\ 

S^\ } . -'Z-ij*- Js S<j^si d»jy -r* j Jj j * 

Lf" ■*.; Ijj ^£1 )>=• jj^ i^-S.j) D&* y^ ■*i‘— • y“l *5" A JT 

JjjJ 7 4j jl -S 4?^JJ* 4*^i J^-V 4*^" a--7i^ o*l 

#'.‘~» jj! j^* b* £— (js*^ j) }y° ^S'at. “4 o'u _ U— ]x_ uf^ jS~ 

- A JJ* J*iS ^ >’ ui 1 «*— j£*l jT 1 A Jj*> oy j5" 

( Liberally ) as. ^rj S^y* jj* iSjyt*-?- «-^i I *S~ A ^jL. L5~ JlA aj 
Jj.''J ry ? J - ! A^ 1 . S *j! J ! & JJf^T ^i* ^Myiji 

*kSu a.! jj-A ^3 fr ! “ ^*4^30 yS ( y^y^. yy* jy* cry^ycfy 

yy S' Jf * y L“ l-b-! a. Ji_}^ S" £ 2 . 33 1 - (_).i! - ^_1 aSvJjj. 

jj! A tSjta jf- 15" •LujJjlj <-*T *— p~* a"! *S"" 

4i j j^a.i -4 >• cr'y^y- >^-“! j**> 1 A 4*-j3 &" cSjb 4.S jb. _,j ^1 

-U> 

Justice should aot only be done, but it must appear to 
have been done. 

jf i^jb 4.0 j-l ^ jX Jj »> cry ^ c-»-^ Jf jS'tslj-b^.o ,j-l jS*1 

■ s lf c, l j* 1 * oJr* *^y> y* jj! f£** ^1 (** ^ 3! jj! A j5 ^ j»j~a 

Aj4 ^ a fcT Jlj« S* Ojijlo 4*i t? jt* Ol#— ■ - AV ^4 (JA» obiiw 

^ JlL oUlw^l UT Jlj.«» ^ ^5 jjl (jMb 

jjj flOLj A“j : * A *j!=3 *A t-Xr* je*- ^ -oi* «£_!»«** j3 

- yMi^J 

^ A *i Jlj»“ *A‘ J* j?*t (1 r • )‘£ p!ft 

A *3 y A jjj ^^4* ji je» j*f- - Sj* jlj-bl ^ *!jT (1 r,) 

(jb»-j #it>3 jj! ^J* iJUl ^J^a ^l»l Oja ^^4^,5 £, ^jS^JLut 

CiU!^ iSS I 3 j^" oU*«-* 4j*?“ /^!*’ tijfeuiiUi jj*l 

jC.! A ge!-ij3j) j\ jji» j?- tS" J*\»- *3 o> to as. iji~ ^-1 jjJ uf> 

ot 4 Oh : lib- Jj^ uT^ <jy *=*J>f>y|«il - Mi4^ J j!Arf 
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i$)\s ^ J* 1 ^ b* jf c£"» (j* 

\jyX <£L jfa 3 dajji jT, iS^i jjb \S*^ g— -H->c L51*. 

^5**. „ U ^ Gd J3^ ^ '■** jX - ^sf iJfcf J* A.\£«tM| 

- <£- S bj~ J* C>~ {J J&»- j* 

£ Is *-Sj 4— •*•>* ^ Oj- fe ^ ^ ijlwJgl j5~ 4->| ^jfVJ 

( View ) Jti uyr ^ d&jl jjl by* 

( ** UV* -J* ->** b* j] ^-jl^ *sS- <£_U U 

L$^**~* XL dZL O^f^J *-£i\ aS" 0>* kfcU. kjlT 

-<£~ i ?L£y*» (3^° <£L gs^iJ’O' 15 ^*5^. iJlf- t>S fb** jr .5 o a>& ^ > t -^l - Oj£> 

(jy^ A.) <J>^” d^L ^ (f*L^ - j\ I 4?"Ji ^ oUJsi 

M yj& L>> li ;/Vd. y^ i ff ^jUs uljyi 4-S>l c^: * JT~ ^ tSw j^-5^ 

Aj^CjJO £&jv?B -p ' tjfA t «-Sil — ^- T ^ c£j>i*^ V»**- ^ J L?^ ^ .1 (J^ i Jfj 

^ju - j.% 4j jtku ^yi jj' <2~y y tf£2. ^ JSyi 2j^tu\ 

( Complainant ) ^1 - ^ Jj-^ o4ji-> lT ^ j- 5 y 

- tjV. S 2b X-* *>• jj* J.b ^2 - J ffrkU jjf J 

gjr-VJ .-^L<r*iO »* l^PttKW JM f ^ uCa? U r^ IjIjA 2^\ 

$*x~ oy ob^i j^OjT jj ul i- & £_ jUu.1 ji p* ‘S f\y> - S^J jJI !^J o^4j ^ , 

jj Js.UjS' iald' ^ ji a£±jL> tf* (3 j^ ^5 -tf*_ iJ 

d^* XL X~jX ^ k jj^*-» j-5 ^ ^jjij - {J & g ^ ^J* g ^ cr * 

*-^*i jji £. d_j*^ j^j «jCii ^ ^scj l (J^ ^ Ij 

j^"( Notions ) XL *X~ kSL*j!T ^ ^Uj ^ yy £ 

^ J^U ^ LT JU44£/( Invalid )^>j& 

L#»j | ff I - A. ^y* J$L<>\ Ijfy 4^1* [J0?bJz J^x ji [xi Jdl ^j\A (/jjL JJX jji 

*" ^ OjJ® gT 4*d tJjjA fc ^ a &x rf* 4jV» J^JA 

yi^ jfr ft jj' Ui 41 ^ uy J^vl 

(Approach )£jy*J^ ^ ^-j f 15 °j>^ yr 5 " gr*Jt hb> 2^- op J}s3 * **> 

- *J^J* V^ 1 oy» 4-ij-v? aJ ^ ^| yjA (jgu <i. 

XLfiX* 1 jX c* o^jl a^ gju 

' - «£- ^ ji-* xii 

^iJJ^ y^ Ojcd* JL-wd <Sj*j £- V djA. ypkou £, jj j 

I 

cX £, uA>»l ji «J cJi b c!_y* CiU^2-» j^x (jy* ol5J^ ^jw ^J^xJlJlft 



109 


Consideration of the Report lith Sept , 1953. 

of the Privileges Committee 
on the Bhujanga Reddy 
Case 

( Preliminary point) ^ \ y <-& I - ay X-U 

fl j4 3* y 5 s * ^ ^ * SPk j> 03 <*. tr>b *-*£L ji 

-Oy JP*\ - Oy jjj XL - «5L k‘U. Jrj S' 

ay XI <*£•* <al ^ J-^U. X^y ja. ^SCi! 

Contempt ) - <£_ oy^ Jy JjX"* ay Oj.^ jk*\ - «*_ 

^t^iuToyj^ of - «*. k J.*-l <-*T 'h~pS'jt> U^j <£_ ( D f eour t 

^■i— '• XI lr* ^ 0*1 ~ «£- oy~ iJ&^Jt Jp iS^kk py 

^ Xl X~A ay Sy ay a*^ <£l gjo* I j-?- feT y *e*P 

(^rV) ty 3 ^!^ X. tjbj X- oy jf* 

* lJl*> ^A ^ X" o’uwUjl t Jw j\ 1^4 Oja^y 3 ~* ^pi-**o 4.J a^ 

X_>«> jj.^1 jf- 4 X ^4 jj* <£- J>* lt*.* ^ ^y 3 XU ^lj JjX" 4-^ m jl 

^ ay a--^r J" 3 g4; ay~ ->$ ^y^XLX j_$i- aJUc y *3 I ay 

aS ~" Jp ’ Lj 1 |^C<J *» i> i?S5j^p4 ^5^ OWfirf Oj ijj ■»> A^ifX&rt Jij bj 

>* j»J ^ ; : O 4 1 *jUj ajUj ^L» (j£ £y> 'J X-_y Oh- oliljjj XI Oy !j5* 
l ^S~ -A . *kj^“ ^ b<* y • l _>y ay ^l* X * a M a 3 *^ ay^ oUjis^ oj b_$.i 

(J A^ X* cS* ^y?* -/•) ^ ^ 4 X” 1J ay^ 

^l=yi 4.1 ^ UU ^ XL r-j-f* j.X di jf e^Lj ^ ^ U Ww$J JUJli* 

o » I y_y 'iX l*^.X <u - j.& 4.5 ^ijS J S' XI *e*P 

(jU ! J,?* ^Uaw 4 X" li^>SA-M» 4.i iaU J,i jjji> j yp i ^ . U» kS~ &»*£' (£j jS" y\ p 

^A&u. LiL-» feT j?y i < 1 j *~*^ O ^ ^ l>» Li^.X* pLa/><L9 3? 

^ XI o^r ( Notion ) iri 5 ^ 

3 a Vi^* * ay ^ *XT jjU 2 _ja ( Semi-powers ) 

Pjj4j S ol .>) olilo <S}ij£ ul - *£_ tj.«^ 4 U 2 J ^4 ^i jji ay X^y JXI*^ oULj 

* -4^.. ay-’ ^Xj U ^jjX" a^X jU-*^ j!^ 1^" 

b§5J o'vJ 4X0 1 >.1^ jS+~*j»\ Ju i y>- ^ ay ay ^X wX ^ ^yi U». 

f^.. ^j^j^*'* **> 0 ^^ jP* j^S 4 ^ Ski “ ay o^s^ X a^** j^" ( j?. * * ^ a^* 

^ a*^ - *i-6>XI iS** cJj^xkF J jf ay a^i ^ - j*^ ay <Jpjj 

jsPma jj* - ^ iSlXil i5lra^* J *-**? ciyJ^ 

<i ^ jXca XI £?* ^ J>** J^S* 1 Cr^ ^ *** ^ Xl ijs-^ 

( Uniform procedure ) t /^“^-> !> ‘45^1 

“ up »_j jj! j** aS^ j^" AS^"tJ i,i». UU> 

ja*^* ay ^X*X» tyl - ai^ J^Pj^ u£ k ay ^s. cy 4 
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S eL. y S k- <— **• l*? 

^ kl d j yy y^-* jy, <£j* & yy - b- fc u^y iT y-1 <~5Cl yj 
£ (» Tr-) J-^0 * - u&r Lrj-> klcH <£_>U - Oja 

~ U y*b^J &y* u ^ c^TjjU ja a ^j 
J-.^^ jA*: - <-£* Follow ) >^ y* Jr^O^l (JM oLj^ 

(3^ css. yy 4 .L*U-* ^ 4jT* yy. ^-»jV 4 ^c >z ^ > 4 (/'j'aj 

Jl (i Jvj } p* yy ( Major issues ) jj-^ j-f=^ y^y - Oja 

- y>j^ ^ U^ k-U- JA JJ^ 

<JjS^ ji ol «*J** ji" I - uy «£_J W 2^ 5^ Ui* oWy\fr I yJ O-^ y* I 

yy aJui*.L» y"! yy - J ^ ^y I j^. "**£_ Ifcj U. L5~~ ^ ^ 

ja ^ ^>T yy jjl <£_y*U.»J <jtT kl Oljj&s y^ <4 lot 

^ ^"3*^0 jj.il 4.5C) yy* y*k<£ 4.) ,ja^ 4jf~ ^ §5^ j jLk 4j yy ^L» ^4 I (Jyt> 

m yy* dil) ^-**») I w ^ L>» l~5^ Cw*^y»j^y ^ 5 " o ^ 4Ay!ft ^S« ) ^y j 

uy yy ^E 5 ^* k? F 6 J jyk a*?* u 5 ^ <* ^ ulj^I jj^> cr^ ^ <jy 

^•1 b ^ 4j^-a^«*T" - (JjA Jls3«. f ^1 

45^ 4.) y^Ua^ c^_ (JZyif^i 1 t-5o | - £j\& Jaifi- 6^ 45^ jy, 4j ^ ^ 11? . f 

A,i ^y I^C- ^ la>» ^ J ^ Oy ^ < *^ J !j4 , f ta ^ ^ ^ ^ J h^ ^ d-J l) ^ 

~ ^ cLhj^sk <u 45^" (jy (jry. 4 1 jJ ^ (jy. <d.i l* 4 j 4i^ ^ IjU*. 1^5^* 

U>^ljS^j.* j^jj^ b^ A “ (jy% (jy ^jj.)j j? oUslj Aj ^ 

<?—J^ (Convince ) a j ^‘t—^cr^i 2?^“ ol*>lj^j* - «£_isy>jj 

- Jjl ^ tH Jjl ui-l/U 

uftf* cu^fc* i ** \ L& *S ~ ^ L^* U-S^ Aj {JV4 ^LmJuv ^Jr u ^ lyi5*^ 

«-5o 1 - Oj^ ^ ^ LT^ai oy kl 6lj^l u*jrcf V^ I V cjy - <£. 

- Jb* Jp**** ^y~j)> a J jM “ iij* u^*2) ^ ^ljL5 1v ^ £*zS v sS' ±S ~ 4 

^4^4 A ^ uy^ ^ - y ( Evidence ) ^ ^ <Js*^ 

4U.L<»» y»l 4 -(jN-y U ^ «An »l; l^»l « j j U» /" l3^ »>l <kd ; L» £~ y>> *S~ 

OSr^ ^yj^j y, Ji yA^i y-jl ^ yy U JL 

k^ ya^ O^s A?" ly5 ^ 4 k^ yft?- xjf 9 ^ o“f ~ JU. ^ y^y 

( J*pW. OAly^ ^ 5 yA^aA yft ky^riju dJl-lfr jS^f - ^LS^oU^ 

4- *4>P* j4 tH JU^ - ^>* J lsy"< OjJji Ij-V. yj- ^e*^" p“* £jk D“' -<£- Jj 5 " 

> «^Sj^ jj** - k-> 4 o^si 0 ^ ! W X- Oj»^. jla- <jy 
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^ ^ <j*r { Eye-witness ) J T *f>- 

4LJ - J*;l - *£3*. Oy ^ aT~ (jM Ojj^» 

aj jf \ ~ (J£ f* £*<?**& A: ~ A! b*. pL» j5C*1 y^S " oL jSz. jp*. {j?-* 0 3^ 

J ^f=ra-i 3*^ d-Jt & >0^f" <3^ 3^v 3 J Ig" 4^1 JjI <■ ! 5jX*l^! A; a5^ 4J%A 

w*3 - 6Wi *£i-J W £3 ^ I aT* ^ 3f^ uw *? U5^ J^fc Ojj^ 

( Scrutiny )ts T jjf^ vJ ^ UjV y ^Uoy g^joi >-*■ ^ 

^ if t3i«^ aT~ b* oir* ao 3* 

ff**\ ^ i3*^ UJtf* U$r* jr+'JJ'l <3^ (3*-^ l~J 3 JJ^ ^ Ci*-*-3 J 3^ O to 

(Discrimination ) 6^. ^ ^ ^ Oj.*^ - as o^j/^oL: 

* ^ jf “ ■^■i-- ^7^ b ^ ^J33^~ ; J^ y( *'* ^ ff* A ^ CJ*; ^ ^ 1 ^J»i 1 jC^J Ao a5""* 

3r* uSj I “ A^b* <£■* 3^1 £ cT I 

£ ^r. {j 4 ^ <*. Ckr (Jr* M 2— Oj^ 1 - <jr^ *!>^j -cL-^ <jtT 

- «**bj j^oWi t jf** ^ AL3* 3 r ^5bS J.5C. I jL* I j* jIjJU 

^ojJIj jT_ jr i **Xu ufy* . € £_j\ i^ o '>i ^ czl i—j^j^-*l r <3"1 

ii )1 *JT J>^ s J i*»l ^ ^ 0^1 

j*rdk ^r' ( Equality before law and equal protection of law ) 

r A5" L-U--5W — ^ A >» 13^” L-5i-y3J ^ Jaj aLuj ^ Jo I jf\ 

3 fc vJ"<3j3*^3^ ^(3 3^ ^7; 3^ I 3^ Af - ^ oU? {JM 

^1 <jy - ;3^ 3^ jj uy - cS* JJj^J^ <3-^*1 S«d b 

t3* ' 3*^ ^ Ai uy - ^ 

3^03^ ^3^ p-*^ 3 J i33'-*^ 03^ b^Cw»j5^* j,v oj 1 ^ u. w ^^m »1 jti jff 

Jrl A^lj S ^Jy.jl jf Jfi* *<£~b *£* ^ ^ - <£. bf'ji 

-^L i 3*^r'( J 3i 

- *2-^3^ - <S- Ao A5" l^i^-i^Ai jv k <r 

i->r W*i K' a-! ^34f* ^ S" -<£.^*34?-^^ -.<£L‘i*34?- ^ -<e-^34f- 

(Judicious) 53 bl & iS* aS^ aSjj^KJjJ 

^t, ‘‘•Cjj. - ( Sentimental ) J--^ > 

j=? *■- *>• 3'"’' A- y.yf u * t** ^ '>■ jj^ Uj«> ^ 

‘£** - e £*‘*f- 'jja ^s.( Clean hands )u-^» Oils' ljli*> ^ ^>U Uj. aj 
J^ l jj 5 - O - U& , ( Misinterpret ) u~* \^‘ <! ~ uy a^y* 

Ai aS^ tfL- JW* 33** 3t- c* b ^3^* Ai jj ^ali- p* 

uy g^CJ w ^ JT 4- JC 
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gJjjjj a; 'jjT )kj JT tr I ’ur~? u?r 

- Oja Ixa Vs. 1:.:.. sLm ^ Ai 0>* 

^UL< o^’l jy'r CJ? v^y e-i. Jfl*‘ Jl. lS4i j '-£ls=£j 
ik— J.* (5 -AJj AS" ^_Aj ‘USlj _ Jj. 1 A 5 4-aj ^ (j'jjl jjl 

^*a I jj ^3 ,j i Alsa.^3 aj A?” JjA Iz^Ssa-. ». ^__sA ^*} JC, 

- LJai ^ k_V- <jy 

SAn V. D. Deshpande : Mr. Speaker, Sir, is it the conven- 
tion that members are not allowed to see the proceedings of the 
privileges Committee ? The member concerned wanted to see 
the proceedings and he was informed that the proceedings 
cannot be shown without the permission of the Chairman. I 
want to know what is the position ? 

* £-& <y5~ - | ju. a 

k_u^ - j| J J J - £j ^ iSjA 

— o b> b«^5Ci3 

^-£1 JbxT O jf \j\ J d\X^ 

— b^ b^"""" Jb’ 6, j4 jjp*^ b- 5 b5"* ^ , j. - ^S' 

“ Xf** * J J** ^ j4 UV^; 1 J-*’** b>J 3 ^^1 

C^* ^ U!lf* Axi ^b#i £^5CJ b^* b5"* ^Uo** ^ Ctf' ^ 

— (Jf*C Up yf ^ y^" i^L 4“***^ ^ jb t^T 6p* ^ ^ OJ^Z^s ^nui 

•> If- b> j.'T* tj b ivi b__ J j.'. j) iwlT JL*S' ^ b> ^ykual 

— jj, 0*i^ y** 1 b b o j| U ^ 

^ {JM £* -Uil j \ aS ^ ^ b j5" t-jUjBjJl* 

0^1 -W J ^ <ijj, j c-Soi (jy <d_j4 t/'l LS" -U 

jf > ®3 - J ^2* jb- bf ^ gj y : j\ &S* b?*' L5^ i g 5,yaj Aj 

Ob* ^j4J tT 1 Jj 1 - uy» iT^ <5 ;*- ' ^ - • jy=*j up 

JJ^ ^4* Jfe) aSI^. tjs* £$y* ^L*\ fa* aL-jf' ij5~~ J j J** y 

iSjpjrf* d>^ uy { j*f- <y! j?» & 1 <jy ijfSoj JT ’ { Je*5' 

Lj^si Oil^i ^1 *2 45^ ib*l^£j5^ tyjwbs bu J?' yt OM ASyil i. 0!>h 

* V^Jf" ^^CSbr ^ Oj^i v ijf- ^ ^ 

^J*y UfP ub^l/l Xvfc O^I^m (J^.1 

xj° ^ ** ju’ J ij^c Aa.^- ^ t ji jt, aT 
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^ *** ^ £L & 1 vS* bA j* 

- C J Cr" J j ^ JJ 1 j^U ^ ^ ^ jb «J <£_ 

> ) jy*~* V*?* - <£. (jt: (j,4J ^ «Jl jjU 

4Pe:i*.At - y ^J*‘‘ i£*»f .>* LT^S- ijV «SL ^ J fS" 4$ fcT {JF*^ 

\£ uf-ui* ijk*^ j* if* '-ij* ^ jd c& jj* 

- cj\& 2-^T” ( Agree ) tr' ^ 

4*} AS' {jfj^ 4i cSi.Sr* 1 ^^ (3* t --'*i y /*9 JJr» ^ \ff i ^5" 

- <£- 

, — • ** uy ^ k- (>^j j>^ *-£*1 3sf* tS^j-* 

“On the basis of the findings given above the Commit- 
tee is of the unanimous opinion that there is no case for any 
breach of privilege either of the house in general or any member 
in particular.” ^ 

61 6' 9> ^ tgj bT uy *&>>%> S' i^baJU A*uai-»f jlj ^ 

jJ ~ crj ^ o*^3 I aS~ L flfS~ ^ jjj* ~ j} LS^C.1 ji 

X*x*4 J*>l J£l *S ~ <£_ LjA j& lU l£*^» &*/?** ^zl. **b»» 

ijr*\ 4*0 Oit^w JiL J& jSS *££. l5^jL>b^ 

Ks^y g j* L«o I cSl^y~ x ^r^* , “ ^ c£f* C?*jb I?laJl <J"5^ S" jv*** 

sX^ ^ J^3^- V*^ - y ~SL* t£-^ L%r j\ \ p 6 * JJ^ ^ 

t£L Jr&i ^ J tf**0^y {S^~ &JL 

iS' aS~ 0>*> ^ oy* (Sjr^j'-* sjT a5^^ 4 j5n^ c^< 

! uio t aS~ 1^ ^ .._ cJr j_^j A&i Lw i£~ ti»X~£L yf 

JT , fir^o JX (fSitfS' <^jCaJjU 4: jj - 4T t-*) j^jCJ 

oUb ^2 Oja I \S b (S~k ) *-&*& *e— - b5bjA Ub I ^3 j» jLia! 

^(Appreciation of evidence ) <r : ^--H* »j j^ 

*i*S£ m \S'*l«aJ 4j £_j^ Jlc*S“i j^( Touch stone ) 0^* 

- I^fc c&^ «2^** 

, A»*«ko- <£. i S')J^. “ 6' n ■*5'\® | J l £\S~ <i }j-j» 

. • aT j^\S’\iX^ 4 ^‘4*,^ 

* ‘ “Having arrived at this conclusion with regard to the 
gist- point it. becomes unnecessary to take into account. -the 
second point. But as Hie second point also attracted a lengthy 

p-n— 6 ' 
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discussion at the Committee meetings, the committee deemed it 
desirable to include this point also in its report although it 
may be said to be purely academic on the acceptance of the 
repeat on the first point. The second point which the commit- 
tee considered was whether the language alleged to have been 
used by the Sub-Inspector against Shri Muthayya amounts to 
a breach of privilege ? In order to arrive at a correct conclu- 
sion on this question it is imperative in this connection to exa- 
mine the privileges of the House or its members ” 

oy y ^L5" }j£- j£* k_ (JjW (j*p A 
^ u-i k— uy - Oj& ^>1* JT jjU 

aj Jt iais- ijfr* jjl L S' jj^uSCuii . 

^ gpi 3?" cM* gf 1 * 9 gsUbl gb* 

oj lit Ai""" Lg5o^ Aj ^ i ll J\£.t Jjtf j*. jj! ^ 

* S jjd^I A^&Jb Aj i-Jjb ^ 

ts«»U oy kX". ;j^^4 u-Ija *fL X 

^ JJ* ^ 0-** J>0*' £1 dXj 0>* 

0 >* yb* jkjjfc 4 ^jCl jjl o>* ^ - J>t - fj uy -^*£ 2 , 

O**-^ JJ^ J**{J*J J$\ - uy- J-2 1 * 

*Aj; k J *j ^ yf<H XI J-f- O&jl '0^*j - ^ 

r^AjiWI^ 1 ( Perpetrate </* IXX ^ 0 - ! 4 (Notoriety)^ bj# 

Xr* XI t-i-WA °j tj* vr a,j jji tX ur~ oy AiiU* vLwJljuI aj 

f¥^>^ ;ku^* X. 6 j-oy Ji^Xl 

(Perpetration of crimes ) ^ IQjuT 

‘“^u^ <-^1 Ai^i^y Aj j\ )J$ y~*l* JT 

qivXV.gt, X» a5o > 2 C (Sensitive ) i^3*^ u^ 1 

OiSj^X. U^t }j** *£* I ix^U. 3^y - JX- Aj 

- y aTjl iiJE^.1 u-t dS"y^ 

iltfJU JJ&. jJ *i 

JriyJ - <£- ^ iLuiJJ ^uA js £1 a* Jj j i_T ^X* 

j£*>V ^3«" J 5 j* h* ( Defamation ) &-*- 

■ fv&. ^ tri 1 * *?“ o»* .A** y w»* <)*>\* oUl^ j oijlsi-1 >• i% ue* - A. 
' A^-uiWjwt Jatf uSj! j* ji % ^1 
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f - Oj* £, <j*jy** uy - LmU _j5* 

— iff" ^ ^ “ Lgj *s i ^ t* 

The voice of a particular member will not be heard by any 
ordinary man if it is going to be bawled out on the streets. 

(jv» j*t « ti eibj j"\ *S~ tjty* uy 

(jljj! jiJS X <yl jf* I O’” Igj tf" S' <j>ja ct"* 

«, if a!uj>. S' ^1 «. SCji*< (jfr IxS V ST* ^ jj ^ y&S'jjt* U jiT 

lj.\ tf Ajiyai Aj 2_ - *sT »J <jy ( _ys 4 ^ - gsk>0'} - ^ <JdS*-\ 

’aJCj-jS’I - 1 j* ( With draw ) 

JtSlcS aj * c£j^ ^ b* u*U* I ^ «£1 tr^T c£_aWj 4 

^CJ ~. (jja < 2^ If- ^ <3*« IT" ^T~ a5~" *£* J[^ 

/ j a5~ <JM U*. V-^J A*. ^ I S' <iu<J (j^l - ^ >AmqJ Jo! J* 

aT^a ( Scandalous ) U7l b ja oi^la^oy jbjjf* 

gkjij* ** <*- V b irjjk 

ijZijS' S dy^ ft: <d_j^ aj aT^U 1$5j j>J 

^IgJi fcf jUlC*! pfi> ^ \ m SjA (J\fl 0-4j^ Aj jJ ^j!T <^5* JjA* Aj b 
j> « ^JT ^5" gjbjajj & ^ f ! qw OjA < ji obi j aS^SjA 

.Jo t >J^ f J* ~*** J* Jr* ^ ^ b <J | 

jf" -£1 jjf - l>1a^ a5^ *{p-* 

*^bj ^jm - (jNA eL-J^y. aaj^ tjA*i flj ^4? ^ ** a -* Q** 

Jb^4 ^1 (jWt A5^iSj^J4l l)]^! jj^-» O— JA <L*W Ai (JM O^yai T 

o?jb «uS ^ d&jt cS* ib-j* j*^ ^ 

jT - J*\ AS^Si^J - Ai (J^ t jUj / 4*AU {j-“l -I OjA CJW 

Uj* - (J^A (J^ 4J tjjNlAW JjA 0*J*£ Jf- j4 

Aj m iy ^ h»\ utjjf { ^ f ^j>eAijsy A TbjA trtbr Oft 

> 4^^ v^(*^ - Jjf* up *2L ay ^ vT tj&l aT" *- 

J^U( Strength ) 

S( Wideroutlook ) ^ ^ j4s*b cr 1 ^ bl^ *£&- 

tjfUojT Healthy eonventions )ur^y^ t^AUuwb. 
o'! aS^ oja aj (Jm - st-iS ^jyj ^ 23 ^$ 

a 2J* ^ k-V t^jyjISsU 
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Mr. Speaker : Does Shri K. Ananth Rama Rao want his. 
amendment to be put to vote ? 

Shri Ananth Rama Rao : Yes. 

Mr. Speaker : The question is : 

“It is the opinion of the Assembly that the Report of the 
Committee on Privileges on ‘The Bhujang Reddy’s case be 
recommitted to the Committee for further investigation.” 

The -Motion was negatived. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : Sir, I beg to move : 

“That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on ‘The 
Bhujanga Reddy’s case, be agreed to.” 

Mr. Speaker : The question is : 

“That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on .‘The 
Bhujanga Reddys’ case be agreed to.” 

The Motion was adopted. 

Mr. Speaker : We shall now take up the next item. 

Shri V. D. Deshpande : Sir, I had asked for information 
whether the Members of this House could see the proceedings 
of the Privileges Committee. 

Mr. Speaker : Some rules have been laid down by 
the Privileges Committee. However, now that the Report 
has been accepted by the House, there is no need 

* tf"- >i 

- £-±3*$* c~s.c»-U» v— air' o’ * - '<£- yT- JL«» 

~ ' • “ <£- Cfr Cyjj* S jfj 

a** or ■‘i - Jjj j ' 

w ^ J2 <S . IsT 

' i #* Jf . 

S-hri Gopal Rao Ekbote ; I am afraid, nobody approached 
mei It is open to all members. -■ 
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- err* V cA A** " j| j f jj i&J, J - ,£lcS 

Consideration of the Report of the Privileges Commi- 
ttee on ‘The Sadat Jahan Begum’ case. 

Mr. Speaker : Let us now proceed to the next item, on 
the Agenda : Consideration of the Report of the Committee 
on Privileges on ‘The Sadat Jahan Begum case. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekhote : Sir, I beg to move : 

“That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on ‘The 
Sadat Jahan Begum’s case be taken into consideration.” 

Mr. Speaker : Motion moved. 

uy XI Jlj 

'j S tSj" Oj* t&U- oUitj [_y-> jS~ o'jjl 

n&j U j Is 19 a5 ~* ^ As { /~*^*'* jj*-* <-^si 

a 5” ^ iJLj* /*- ts As c~c Lil ^ - r ■ iX j t».l 

‘Prove the allegation or withdraw them, impoliteness of 
Konda Laxman and the Speaker’s ruling.’ 

jPcJjJjJ oT Alt ^-1 As sjT gijj Ct,- 1 <2— 1) iX Of As 

** c2— ^ 1^" ijv. ^ 

CstyaE k_ XI A* lA k_ (jljjl '■ 

g>js a-u*' 4 ^~ 1 ' A J- 9 * * y”i Ji UsA; '<£&" ■*** X. X_A" 

^gl #j aT" as ji - " »(;«-> gsbjjj *-*T 

Qj^l » J* on-l cJ£r* a!__j ^s J' i_j~s 

J" ^ e-Aik (ji^l jj*"> x. jjl tS-lA Xr* t “ S ^ 1 
» XV JU)jfT a'T" (J - Ij>- jjl - ji (J*a trl^l jjl 

AijSsj Jf. AS^^ctf. Ajr-^ (J-! A*J XI jjl ^*i XlA 

k_5*Js JU»r m-* *i_b X •- Xb- 4it* A*»t <£- ^ 

aLU« aS^ ajL(X X - (Jj* tftf- uA* 

($jkT (XiijJJJ A«U». -il_U < A“' - <£- £\^ 

AS^ at. ^ t? 1^' 
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‘‘She has expressed her regret for this defamatory publica- 
tion. She made a statement to the same effect before the 
Committee also. In view of the statement and the regret ex- 
pressed by her, the Committee unanimously holds the opinion 
that the said apology should be accepted and no further action, 
therefore, is called for in this case. The Committee, therefore, 
recommends the House to close the case against her also 
accordingly.” 

( Unanimously oy *Toj* j-*- <Jul 

djt - V o*' T *• 'j*> yn 

- U (jf. (JV. »-T> 


k// 2__>T 2^ oljd *i 

_ l$>Efeu (jy. i_^*Lu UU jj J' T k_ _>T ^Ll*_ (_/*! Ij^T 

^s.o*' oit-l >-*f - as. £- crJU ■>_?*■ i'l^ <0”"’ 

JAli _|T (_f>! *Tl$9i_«i Aj «L_ ^mS~ » <jdj* <J > lT LTjrr 

- ii_U.LT 

- i-atr cijT^j cfl -^u.\ jua 


Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : Sir, I beg to move ; 

“That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on‘The 
Sadat Jahan Begum’s case be agreed to.” 

Mr. Speaker : The question is : 

“That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on ‘The 
Sadat Jahan Begum’s case be agreed to.” 

The Motion was adopted. 

Consideration of the Report of the Privileges Commi- 
ttee On ‘The Steeramnlu and others ’ case. 

Mr. Speaker : Let us now proceed to the next item on 
the Agenda ; Consideration of the Report of the Committee 
OH privileges on "Hie Sreeramulu and others’ case. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : Sir, I beg to mQve : 

“That the Report of the Committee on Privileges in the 
matter of Sreeramuh* a&d others be taken into consideration.” 
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Mr. Speaker : Motion moved. 

O' ji’ j £_ o-ljly V* -j" -A— i_ .jjTj j | j Jt. _^S * 

jU jt <U _ yjfc ^.J» ^g».! yC 

i — ~33 aj _ £ /-&* <l_l cf^v j** 

jf iJjJL* i_ U^jl j>-> j* b Jj\ jJil JT tf-Jl* ^ ^*jU ^ ^ b 

i$ji* is^ ^ ~ ^ j 4 <^h S J^yT { y^i JT 

jr*j bb - -cL.T<jm <— <jT *—*T ****•! JfcUil ^**o I ^ j laCU ^ 

ou>* !>** j* ^ tun ^ 

^ ol2j5< ^»l - <£lU* vJT £yk L^l - *£Jj$ ^ ^1 l^J lo j*Ul 

ti ^ J* •- 2^ JEL (jy 

<jl^ 2— ^ j **>* o^t ^ UjS* Oj*j* 

A <-H *5 ~ <J£* U>* L^r* jj 0jS*lf~£ ui 

iSjSj* Wj** uy_*C*».jjl VT uy j-T^ jUJl il^JU 4iT 

j£*l «£-Jb* (jA^ ^ ,0>J^ < 3SCJ ^4^* L&I 

jjU *u jf* I <i_U- ^Jj4^ i-il g^ JL. m#* ljm 

y* k_ oy ^•bx.L# ^2 45^*^ ; y*i r j*UlJC 

*****21. ( Private Solicitation ) (jr £ *^wU «i <£-b> vi^j 

J r f y4 u!)^ -^T* bC«U b^ jl^» <j^ ^ ^43bJ J2 Sr 4 *^ 6^ W y^» 

- (Sj^ 4^**^ ^ *£- U^f* Cjy vi*JK - UJ;* ^ 

- «^L b i (JNf' t/*b d+X*JiZ* 1^ ^ (jy b w. J^s 2 ) V [ 

/S'/in Gopal Ran Ekbote : I beg to move : 

“That the report of the Committee of Privileges in the 
matter of “The Sreeramulu and others” ease be agreed to by 
the House. 

Mr. Speaker : The question is ; 

“That the report of the Committee of Privileges in the 
matter erf “ The Sreeramulu and others ” case be agreed 
to by the House.” 

J 

The motion was adopted. 
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Consideration of the Report of the Privileges Committee 
on The contempt of the House case. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : I beg to move : 

“That the Report of the Committee of Privileges in the 
matter of “The Contempt of House” ease be taken into con- 
sideration.” 

Mr. Speaker : Motion moved. 

- r- J~~* - i_ jf\ j\j 6\/iSA * 

uy JL Ji , ^ j*. <£- jbou trj ' ay 

aj c>; £1 £_ja 

S ^ ^ vty jJ ! * Ji je- 6" Cr-ijJ ^ Jb (S § ^ 

-ff K& Ojfjji eSS.-t-f". *i e Af ‘L-jd 

( Slogans ) e - "’ 0 ^ ^ ^ <S (»-*•» y*- 

^*-1 ^ijLo «£_ !_}A Wr* ul?***' tk 3?- l*_^*-* *4 «!"6jl 

jjU Cjfcs AJ - ^ U. yj^t <£_j— J.1 _}jl £ 

£_ Qjf ce tr4 £1 £- 

£ (jl jjJ» c£** aT" fjSdf <S J**l O"^ y^b.1 ( j4 J Otf- tjd~ 

■AJ Ij AS"" ^ AJ IJM u5jj (/"I J IjT'c—ba-J £$CJ pJU fK 

£*S~ )JU*I 4a - ^ tS ~ b o?U X. o*j^ tr I ODta <Ste L ^iwb 

«i> ISjbt (JjrtO JH* V , L?f* ^ ^ ** b^ ^jsJjr£ ^ 4j ^CkJ 

Ufcfl - ^C^r* Olfcjj* Xb fb*X Ojj^i gib 2- Oj^l - py 

If bJ*j$ 4»>* olib ^Jpl jj! jJjI jj! 

^bLs 4^jLi ol ^bL) jji l/ 3^0 i iSu^A ^jix« 

4^4 -ui if ij \S*4S£%*J 4.J jUu X *2- 

- JL (J2^ c? XV CJ^* Ui 4^ Xb 44 jkVb 2_ 4a 

I44 bJ* b*4 4 j ^ % S' 0^2 4^* *jihU» 4 j 

<JM 4^ X 4T 4j JJ^aJ- l§4 Uj 3A ^Ici CiJ 

jjl uiaj* ufejl j£L\ 1 fjb obaAJ J$~ L>JJJ^>* 

SL - V 4) kX/ku jiX-b tp' Xb. b'bf X 

Xj^ ^ ^ <£_jbj^ XIja j -u o^L X Ojjb 
44 *£», - !j* 4 j 4i *£ ^kiaCil ^ 

f& *-& 4jali - Xb X ^^4 -Uj 
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£—y*3* li \ S ^4 i— ! - IJj L> _ji"” 

ywl 'juS'lp U j 0^2 JT" £2 Op Jr~* -3* 45 "" yp 4j (Jp i ;3 J-. 

y CnJti *• ^fr* CO IJ ^ trf jf- (£ £-'* is" 

^ <£_j jf'ufr c»ilS (J - crj^- ^ oj^l jj |/’lS'i_JJ» 

li" O 3 * 1 " 45”" • s £~'c. oi o“\ 

£- 's—jfj’t* ksj&'Jl yr op- j»^ 4 ~ t.^^ 1 1 >** ^i\ jS" 

LS~ £>■ jS~ i jvS' \j*\ aS~ £_ if ^ tL~ s^**\ <sl_J* 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : 1 beg to move : 

That the Report of the Committee of Privileges in the 
matter of the “Contempt of House” case be agreed to by the 
House.” 

Mr. Speaker : The Question is : 

“That the' Report of the Committee of Privileges in the 
matter of the “Contempt of House” case be agreed to by the 
House.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Consideration of the Raport of the Committee on 
Privileges on 4 The D. G. Hindu case. ’ 

Shri Gopal Rad Ekbote : I beg to move : 

That the Report of the Committee on Privileges in the 
matter of “The D. G. Bindu’s” case be taken into considera- 
tion. 

Mr. Speaker : Motion moved. 

^Xe~ Iji-ji u*j' *a- * 

jfs} < 22 . 4J> & Cjr*- <Sp £ \ *J o r *** gjC . *> j Jt- •£- t & </** <J!t* 

£. rj* <J-a/T *&" S *4 <i_ ^ S 

{**■ '•**?• JSl i 4X*^. om 

- J|$A -U « £ Ct\ a*£ ^£UI <£L 

op jf *S~ \f ^ y, o4 ay ^ 

•4$&jpC}§> *Jb“ IT ^4 *4 A. U* ‘jT g4j4 <± 2 . ov' 

P-n— T r 
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t** <51 **»Ls *4 

(jl j_j! l/ IgS’j X- <51 jiJ£ S o^* - **=“ tSj" -rfj" s£ 

(jy A.U.U. (J-! uy - uy- 4 *£_ b* ‘-’1 gO* ji 

«4j_jfc la. U j5”"<la.ji4 jTjjU i_ajla. w.»*U» <51 

ol*j ^UJI H ( Must feel ashamed of ) “ ‘ wSl * th 5 ” 

tiaahT" ^ Jl. tr 1 jj' tj~~* j~-* “ ^ jf 

t*» ku.'! _*&}-»! - ^» S ’V Vj kun « Contest ) 

JT - U^r b «*. &•* *6.^ Ol gijj c~. kUJI 61 b* <o Jb- 

(Must feel ashamed of) “ AT-M J=» ^ j 5 ^ 1 

- tA® oy ( Locus Standi )•* t5^“' J-O* ” kliJI £_ 

Oj* l^aw j ^ jf~‘ S .A* tH® - ‘-^<51 O'"! (jy 

Aaji< wJla ^ tli'l 61 jt-* i- ■ A =“ <&r" ‘r**‘ jy^jl ^ *0 «J 

t jj* t 5_^iiJ)lj JVC. iUIl A) <d~* 1^6"" «U jjl ^56 64j 1-r^" 1 ^ -/•““'* f_J®' _ja. Lf* 

( Quote <J- {** -A-** c£- , -&b> (/*jI *2- L r- Jci^Tjj 

- C£® *3 - <£_ Lf 

“I do not think there is anything like that in his expres- 
sion. This is a matter of which I also feel ashamed”.. . 

j5CjJ - <*. l«S3 <jy AiWJ i_ (v* ^ O"! - Jr^i^ ij*J I Aj 

c&S S <S u - *! SL ^ 

aS CajJjp S te* JT. S ^ {£"> £-$} i-I 

j$ mp* *- j?*** » -+ ci'cij^ i isiftil s~ (( ^yu> ** aS“ 4,j s .j **3^ jjb 

ye. JjJ jj U>T U5^Ja.l 4?e£i fa A^J JT* ^ 1>1?J X" 

^y* & l j+***?' I ^ B3 ^‘ “’ ^ iS S <i— S’ £ |t^ - ^JA* p 

^lf \jT JjjjCu! aU^. fa jju 0^1 U. ( * j 3k AS”" !A-» aLo-J Ai (jw Ojd3^ 

aj iL* uy >T *. ja U 5 J jj^j ol aS^jja 

" J - - — ^ L5^>. jf~ aUU* fjA aS“ j* tjL ^waU^ 

« £~ kT I c&> <1 -jk SL ^jl hj a*\ - jC^l Ju** f 

M j^_ USwt4l». ^j*p aJ! c)ja Iaj (jv^ jJ oJWt ^.^ii cjw 

Shri Syed Hassan : I beg to move : 

-T * 

“That the matter be recommitted to the Privilege Com- 
mittee ..for the. reconsideration and report on r the specific 
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point whether the words “ ashamed of ” used by the hon. 
Minister were undignified, highly derogatory of the dignity 
and status of the Hon’ble Members of this House”. 

ii.UJJ.Joj Oie t» j». \S oj !J” JU) £u\ 

- <jj& U& U. Uj j aJj j Jj* oj U.! j5C«! jo ju. jj' 

~ "* J W O 

SAri Hassan : “ The refusal by the Hon’ble Member 
concerned to withdraw it at the time constituted a Breach 
of Privilege and contempt of House”. 


- IT" (Ludul <u 

I ot* tr I - jjlft 

*Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : I want to say something before 
permission is granted to move this amendment. If his appli- 
cation which was submitted before the House is looked into, 
it will be found that he also alleges that the expression was 
used against an individual member of the House and the 
question which was referred to the committee of privileges was a 
question pertaining to an individual Hon’ble Member of this 
House. I am at a loss to understand how a word or an ex- 
pression or an observation made against an individual mem- 
ber can at the same time simultaneously affect the dignity of 
the whole House. I can understand certain examples of 
that kind, but in this particular instance the hon. Member 
made a speech and in reply to that speech, the hon. 'Minister 
said that the hon. Member who charged that “ women were 
denuded of their clothes ” should not have made such a state- 
ment and ought to fqel ashamed. It was an expression 
which was definitely used against a particular individual 
Member. That question was referred to the Committee of 
Privileges and after considering the matters the Committee came 
to the conclusion that there was no case of breach of privilege 
of an individual Member. If there is no case for an individual 
Member, the, same thing cannot affect the wohle House. He 
wants that tfie matters should be re-committed only to find 
but whether it affects the dignity of the whole House. 
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Skri V. D. Deshpande : We are going on the merits of the 
amendment. The point is whether the amendment can be 
moved or not technically. I am afraid the hon. Member has 
not dealt with it. 

- ®j <£. Si- & vT- JL. 

“That the matter be recommitted to the Privileges Com- 
mittee for the reconsideration and report on the specific 
point whether the words ‘ ashamed of 5 used by 
the hon. Minister were undignified, highly derogatory of 
the dignity and status of the hon. Members of this House”. 

'J V Refer ) jhj yr ( Question ) 

£_ As aLj . (s' c—l 


“It constitutes a clear breach of privilege and contempt 
of the House as a whole and of all the hon. Members. The 
matter may, therefore, be referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vileges for investigation and report”. 

( Reconsider ) j-W^cSj ^ yi kjT 

Jf&jhi C Privileges Committee ) 

jSC«l 

) ^ 
(h* & vf Jti VuV ^ t** - dr^- 

«£. U>J Ij. J* jjl Kaj As Asjj ■> 

£. ’‘j V il j-> j£»l ^ kOkj ^ 

‘-&hj S \ *s~ . A*»U J*sl hie 

j5~" ifcl I OJj* Ojjk (jt*'-* Jf- »jl JLjl - Iji AJIjo. if ( (rf ) (Jjj tiof jjl 

Raise }j±j Jli ^ jTAii— ^ 

** <--?■ c - rf £. (to) djj jjl <JcJjj 

as. Jf- cij tr_jl <i_U- Ai a®^ J-jjJTjj! f U. 

jj! £_ jfclj jCa - <£_ „ IIU _j4> 

•A as. o*f JJ* -4. 

jj\ \ $\f&$ ay ijuo jC.1 ^ ££<S\^ klill <T c > ^.1 

^*1 - \$ <C ^ a^- 3 " l/'bAjlj* (5jiuJ)4 <j f jj£.l 

i- J^C^.1 J-JjiT j»jU* Jj J «hji jJjS ,jJr 

uSAr 1 csr* jj! qy I jjf ^ cMJijhj 
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lS~ Jo jS' Ji ^ iS ^ 3 * *jL** 

- <£.. Au **?*jr* - «£_ °j3j^ s^S* ^—j^~j iSj yi 

“I do not think there is anything like that in his ex- 
pression, this is a matter of which I also feel ashamed”. 
^SoXyojj ^ k— ay jjt ay kUil j-f- <L~ ay >3jf jjl 

- 4.J Cj 

^ A* - dii^uy ^ ^4 fg ^* ay^ ay ** 

<f JT 

jU a^-* f_y <5 ^Sja *3 ay J^**j &"a*^ 

^ ^ ay IsIa]! ^ ay 1 j3^ LusL ^w ^l y*. c)k) tS* 

, ^U a+ i>*»f «£L. ^2 jr^^**l <£l IsaT oty***^ 

jJ ^ dl*^ «£L ijtz 

iljJ 1 ® asi. (/“I - J> ' j& Cfr ; yjj tUJI ->jf>jlj £-t«-«jl 

- jl j^i* *£- jj* ij* jji giji sr 

«) -^jl *S s j ^f" ui* jcj- 

■die a» a* ^jSJ _ ,£_ L?* ur Jo <iLi«-> S' $Sj Ja> S' ^ p.y> ) Jjj (jt« 

J~>jiT in (jf" o^> - ( jSojA (j^, jjjSj? ji ojj->- iSttJzjr 

Jfc - Ui* jf 2^3*- J i £. ijfSL, ^,5-t uy trl ~2s V MaOCa* J“J?* 

- U5" - SjS «u 

Rule 43 (1) The matter of every speech must be 
relevant to the motion on which it is made. 

--£_<*■> »j <£. b-ji 

(2) A member while speaking shall not : (i). . . . 

(ii) make a personal charge against another member; (m)uge 
offensive or defamatory expressions about the conduct of pro- 
ceedings 

jfclt oU. - o6r X>" oi - tJ^J) & 61 u^-jf & -die ot* otojaJt Jo 

kUJI $4\l£S (jf jjl t5_^Jjb ul (/S ~ ^CsUi lS ~ jij jj jgj£^»j| *5" ^ 

tSjt* -<£-oje £r^-* <-+^" il 0*1 

O»b*0A t5_^« -(jj* ^ 5 tJi"— *1 tUJi tg - 7'.. « g » 1^* A» (jMOwdji^A 

“The conduct of the Government member in using such 
unparliamentary and undigified language with reference to 
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the statement made by a member of the House is a grave 
matter and has necessarily to be seriously noticed.” 

eL <A* f * I 

“The use of such undignified expressions is also not 
consistent with the standard which the House expects . from 
hon . Members.” 

j&klijt t J>*' dl tfs. (jlfj tr I 

- ^**U- 4 jki' 5 y, h <=£- Si jer *j. *i k— m- 4 £ t 

_^>U ^Ij jT 

ol I* u* isJ^jk hull *j - £ £. 5s? i yS‘‘ - JL»*- 
“ '/foj 0“! -^L^gakaW gW - 

- J? cti ^b 1»U1| 
- *> ^ vT- jSCj -1 JL« 

It constitutes a clear breach of privilege and' contempt 
pf the House as a whole and of all the hon.. Members” 

^jk£.k-.jS~ 4»-y-4 cJj j> tUJI^jl i_ ^ja JL«, £ 

- i'j'fi* gskiirt *-*T gd? w ^ Uc ^b 

- «*. *i ( Portion ) cM ^ c— 'A) J ^ vi- 

“It constitutes a clear breach of privilege and. contempt 
of the House as a whole and of all the hon. Members”. 

hull iS'lg \f if ( Refer , Matter ),Ar*cA j 

,*Soj*> ir<y« . n ot* £ ir* - tAr h ( Parliamentary -) i£A»ebl$ 
.Or* ( Privileges Committee J* v 1 JbjjlS' ^ 

.«£- b* ( Breach of Privilege ) gfi&ji < -*l gw 
.k* j.Ij» t£_A*«b lj j£*i k- usr V- ^b Jbyfc’’ > 

oOt^ 4> «&■ k» jb» ( Unparliamentary ) d) h 

<£l b* gfi&jt *-*1” go* ^ £-ii^ •/* l <AtiA* {J#S~ 

- (r ir) Jj j Hr* *t~h* 4#*l - c. 
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Rule 213 : “Subject to the provisions of these rules, 
a member may, with the consent of the Speaker, raise a 
question involving a breach of privilege either of a member, 
or of the Assembly or of a Committee thereof”. 

yT y' - b* *=**=■? £_ ( Rule ) djj u*' 

<S* cftr ff o'* - oi* JEL AjuJLuI 

*iSAn F.D. Deshpande : I have to say something about it. 

jfl a5^£_ Jjf , _>_)<£__)[* a5”", 4j 

(J"l tF aT”, «£_Ai Jlj*. «^^LSC* f(j^. <iui*Aul jj OjA 

_ uj* IjbjFi J j-4* & ayl* (r<0 -a^i 

Rule 34 : (1) An amendment must be relevant 
to and within the scope of the subject matter of the motion 
to which it relates. 

(2) An amendment shall not be moved which has 
merely the effect of a negative vote. 

(3) (a) An amendment to an amendment may be 
moved with the permission of the Speaker. 

(b) When an amendment to an amendment is 
moved, the amendment sought to be amended shall, so long as 
the amendment by which it is bought to be amended is under 
discussion , to be deemed to be the substantive proposition 
before the ^Assembly -. 

(4) An amendment on a question shall not be incon- 
sistent with a previous decision on the same question. 

(5) An amendment in the alternative shall not be 

moved. ' ' - 

(6) An amendment to an amendment to an amendment 
shall not he moved. 

, « . (7)- The .Speaker may disallow any amendment which 

"is in his Opinion’ frivolous. 

(8) (a) Notice of every amendment shall be sent to 

the Secretary three clear days before the date on which the 
‘motion is made. 
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(b) No notice of an amendment to an amendment 
is required. 51 

(r r n) «£->'<* - us* JJji ^ £- 

(j-l ^ ajw^T k_Tcrr* tij 

ot* 

“That the matter be recommitted to the Privileges Com- 
mittee for its reconsideration and report”. 

js £. ’e-f 'cri j ^ a -* 5 " jf Site M- 

If IJ*' _£•-* Jy jjlj* *2 l JT 2?^* £- crJ 5 * y*»- - k_U oy 

JlTl* jis! C*b -U . y [£j «0O> jlCsol 

— A) bT *S~ ^ IjA ^ 45 

XL «£- {j?T 4y*J JP*I 

~ UL» r ^ 1 jjl ^.*& U- 

- S*^^" <J>?* b So^T" ( Reject ) crJ^ 

ujj jSV 1 * .A 4 1 - ^ u^*» ^ ->i cr' A> ^ 

*2Lb£L*jft> £j£SL*& j± ij+>\ I XfJ « L5^4.j jji U» 

X 4ifc*> LiL- vT £»- {Jr*\ Azjl « bSCwr ^ ^ I* Ij 

- ^ bi*ji tjjbcu 

I am not here to give any advice.- V^oy ^-<jy -jSQ**.| JL*« 

- tftj Uj oj_j£_£' k-jf jCl k_ yt ->| JtiL^ .Jfi _{gj ij J* 

8j* j ~ ^_U Ij* gf+%'jL.jS~< (jd *$~&jjS'ii M <0c. l, aj 

- f Bj* oir k 

‘V* ^ ( Proceeding ) ‘^■Wrf ^ ^ vT - JL* ’ 

-«s.k!>*- «s.l k_ i**A.k* 

In the meantime, the Chief Minister wapts to ma|n> 
a Statement regarding the cholera epidemic. He' will now do 
it. 
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Statement by Shri B. Ramakrishna Rao re: the epidemic of 
Cholera vn the State. 

uy yjj- £. try* Jlj- ‘- S Q | jrT - J|_> -&<£jS, 

^ *& jSL.) i_jUseJU cJ ij (^-1 _ if 

- J-* 1 y \f fy, _}£-l uy j£i £ 


j_>* <Jy<£— c, jM ^ CO* - jSCjUoj jtw* ’ 


' Jl* 
S 


4-4 JT" 


& 


W - ^ *t < Kjjf &■ -jj j jtS .| j Hyi 

tJ S^ aT'/v^ (JV* o*\ JJ^ <£- if c^aI J if *j if LL$JI 

^>U JU (5 jU^t ^ £1 jfjy jT( c h 0 i era ) IP If jf- <J> 

<£jW ^ ^ oUlL> go*j jjl (j\a jU^.1 d j 

*jV ^ 

-u (jy 1 - <i_b* bf o*3^ JiL ij^y* <-£P jS^a}Xu^ ^1 aS~ 

*f t <-5o I 45^(j^AU^fcw# 

<J-£p^ <£- J \f* (Ji^ oU -u . J^*y> j-P J-^lT 


y*. p»U- i£ oUji*~* jji d—jS'jjJ ^jI jLJ\ - (J\& <J^ <A^U <Aj.> 

fj*** ^ C2S. Oj* £- 0*5 ^ «J <£- k y fj& I L£* 

^ oU^i* uilxie tjy J& ^jf~ m t> ^ O jjj^ £ fciJUJtJUl bT 
’ T jji ^»T £.'c>^j “Ww * uy -^bu 4JL^a 


(under control ojj 1 £-yJ>~ HJj44 & If 

Anti-cholera ) If i <^*1 jjf dx^fj^l ^§f K JL^ - JL 

- r t ^ ^T^Ur _ .£. Uj u U5U ^JL. X. ( Campa^n 
V ( Attacks )jJ‘^ ^ *£_ i/T «y Jjj&TiX ^ «-C 

- A. ibjkTj-fc I ^ -gU" - k-j* ( Deaths ) d^* 

ufjf <jbbj - Ija iZ»ji t Jy* Jf £ljh>ya»* 

0 qjA j£ ^S^CiUUk*! ja. pu tT^ - ^ 

( Attach ) ^ * oy (Satisfactoiy) 

jrp^ *-> \j^ * * ** * ^ifc £ ob»j 

JJ* <i- (5 jV olj U> t)Uj - ^ gj ^g. 2_j* 

^olj^ «Jl» 4 jU ^>C.I - (Preventive measures) 

UIjS" ir&ZS \yt Jjl Ulj^ J^C-I ^ Jlu* oWj *T i Ot**^ Ji** 

«/•' *>!y— M i ■( ~ Appreciation ) ur^yi* o& ^J" 1 «*• - A. 

•feW'* ^ cholera vaccines . ) < r *= , ~ ^ jU* » * Mr* 

p-n — 8 - 
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^ **A*jijU Methylated Spirit ) 

uUj ^ Ju XI diCi ^ ( Despatch ) 

- «2L 

(5jLj ASljy* bU Uy a$ uy Xl ^2UI jUaL- y 

jjl JL y fiT uy ^tw* U *Xl. IP&" iL. -4±J - JjI . jfj 

JLju JioX» » iyi i*S uy *L-jk Xl Xl ^T (jUaL. y 

"£ JLe. t r - 1 t jSojj** *j ■*** Xl <£ s-^U 

( Available Train ) 0^ <-4** ck* 1 oy ^ \j**& <j& uy <£- 

0 UJT - uy eL-j*»3* - <£- *sT ^ 

^Uaxi! a> j5Cfcj *1^ ^£3! ^4? oi iy~ ^ c£-kj J*y* 

- <£-451* **jl 

<-5^ > J ^Ajy « I - JL CT IX - o j U Oy*^ y IT ^ 1 ^4* ay ^ KJ - 

( Disinfection ) or^ 1 Xloyj OjJJU jj! ( Inoculation work ) 
t^l isii*- y~ i &' i jZSU i \ ij* $ aJ jfc. ^/X*) 4 y** tr 

J* , . O^J is! Cy**^3j <3t* *££. *—*•& «-Liv-C jr^^i (jv* 

Oy*£jJ IjJ ^ aT* U- iX c-^(S3i aj a$SjS~ ^*X*. LTIj aSjjJ=> ^ a5~1j 
1>- ^ OUj ~ ^ ciT g**, ryl? ^1 — (j£A Utf* ay J>i*X2U fiibj 

<t tpl - oUUasJf jjl (joU oUj a 5^ y* ^ j5^ 

- ^ ay ( Epidemic ) oUj a5^ ^ ^ 

Jf* - A^ Ijte uiof if* Jit - jcjxl X- Ojtt 

(Sanitary Inspector J^l5 ^ «j «2 l yX_ 

v»* 3 l. dz.^3 \j u ^~c£^ - v y ^ j?- 

1?^ oUi ^ jT X Jj* . Lf LT jSLt jS LTjK! ^y f r 

^ if ( Sanitary Condition) <5 ojtf tr' 

j 4; °k> M Jjk Xl ^?*5^ Xl( Emergency )\j^^ tr' ^ ^ 

f£V* isAjfc«£. ~<£- tj*j y lT k.4 

- 05 ^ k./ (Deaths r- vCjgjU ^ a51a. ^rj^il **^4So^jT 

(under control ) ( Epidemic ) v^ cf^ 

*£>'*+ & ( Up-to-date ) v* ^ 

V* * * • * Lfljy ^ X-. ay 

fJ*^j ^ j^T yi^iiLXb -tf i -tsjtsj* 

} ( Attacks ) <y^* 
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*2 tjy* (jjA ^fL. 4fX"~ t*fl 

‘b cr- 1 cjy - tr=i ^r 1 -j|j ^5^1 _> - 

/* I -(jy <j*Lj jfe vw < c ^~ ^ jj Ul I j-*4 - <Jj* bsj 4 j jj 

- A. uy~ Jh^”i 4 jy « Igl 1 ^ 51 * i.fX’ - 5 j 1 jj ^ j&> *Auj 

- <£_ L£f~ ^4 c *^ i ^ ^jUai-u *, <£_ *4 

tri 1 * ( Statistics ) L& ^ .t£*~(£jt£^£ 

«Abj c~f* a^Axj y~A~* " *£-. <SjJj*p czz. *4*^3 L*5 ~~ ^ 

Oj* ( Weekly ) J 5 ^- 3 ^ l f (T 5 ^ 1 ^ 1 - il j 1 >2^*|j -{Jt£y> 

Jj* ( Available ) o 1 ^ 1 Ji-j' ( Daily ) ^ 

KL’UL'i'ji j& ( Wireless message ) - SoJ^h uy* 

- &J?hi yy jj Oj* u'j^’ jjl 

tr' tr^ <£ ?y* ‘‘S'&jz ay* <jy» ^L-L* o-l _ f . 

t£^ *- oy’ jX u**^ £_ U T Ls I / i y.** j U 

4^*^ *■* b A S~ 4“* [j^* 3 j^o is* l^sl jT* 4J3J M ^ 

- KjW La ^ 4^ S^lif- < jLcu ^ 


ck*£*3* ^Ll-aoUjIj ja. <JoO». j^A5^| j.^ (S 

<s2i. kJ ( Floods ) o**^* ^W" py c ^-* - oy \jpj* 

O^A <ji3^ A jjl ^L.J^ y 

uS^lLtl U* jijL jjl 4^ J?* u^ *“ ^-3* 

- Uy ^ - J j^* uy aL«*L« i \Xj^ 3-3 O^AJ « 4L LAptu^j 




_ — 

o-l „ ( Daily deaths ) ir**^ <-& o . v . Jbj aT^_ J- 

-Wji XI o*i wyb-i iSjjlm® jjI -£_t/b=s« obj ^ 5 " yX'ls [, ' 
uir JyjKj & &■** t i> 9 “ u^-’ " <* - fP^»* X. 


by Ji 


£(• iiki vP^ ui* «i_T y* gT il> <Sj& J?-* tWT - til 
( laoculatidn) u^*J ^ji oVw bo^jU- 

- <£-b) u If ^ ( Disinfectiott ) cr^ 


J* ^pW»f ^f. oy* jf, :_ ^ cyj^J *ibj X Oy~£b jjt cSowdi obj 
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S Oj'ji <£i Jj* J-T jf- i*. ,'J 1 

- £ ( Dispatch ) ( Fresh Supply ) t/j* 

ys*- SyUT i ki&Tjii' O w?r* 0 ^ J-> ^ A. ^ 
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*5Art PjD. Deshpande ; Hr. Speaker, Sir, We are glad that 

the Chief Minister has made a statement before the House 
regarding the cholera epidemic. I request you. Sir, that the 
House be given a chance to express its openionon the statement. 

I believe that it is also a convention that when a statement is 
made before the House, when it considers necessary, the House 
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can discuss such a statement. I would, therefore, request 
that sometime — an hour or two, whatever time may be 

convenient may be fixed for tomorrow to discuss the 

sta tem ent of the Chief Minister. In the meanwhile, the 
Chief Minister may be able to get the necessary figures. 
The Government may thus be made aware of the feelings of 
the Members of the House, whether adequate relief has 
been sent to the concerned areas, etc. 

Mr. Speaker: I shall consider the suggestion after I 
receive the figures from the Chief Minister. 

The House then adjourned till Two of the Clock on 
Tuesday, the 15th September, 1953. 




